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THE TRUSTEE INVESTMENTS ACT 


Why Crosby Income 
Trust meets most 
Trustees requirements 


Crosby Income Trust is a unit trust 
authorised by the Board of Trade. Under 
the Trustee Investments Act it 

qualifies as a ‘‘wider-range’’ investment. 


SUITABILITY OF 
INVESTMENT 


The Trust was created with the needs of 
Trustees very much in mind. Formed 

in October 1960 it is designed to give a high 
and stable level of income now, with 
prospects of capital growth. For trusts with 
life tenants requiring income and 
remaindermen to whom the protection of 
trust capital is important, Crosby 

Income Units could be an ideal investment. 


ONE OF THE SAVE-AND-PROSPER GROUP 


DIVERSIFICATION OF 
INVESTMENT 


The funds of Income-Units are invested in over 125 
British companies. Two thirds are in good class 
ordinary shares. On average these have increased 
their dividend nearly every other year in the 

past decade. The remaining third is in high yielding 
preference shares none of which has missed a 
dividend in the past decade. 


YIELD THE COMMENCING GROSS YIELD 

CALCULATED IN ACCORDANCE WITH BOARD OF TRADE RULES 
WAS AT 13th NOVEMBER £6.0.34°% PER ANNUM. At this 
level trustees may be able to minimise any loss 

in immediate income liable to occur when 
switching from government stocks. The net U.K. 
rate is about 7/- in the £ and it is the Managers’ 
aim to maintain this rate. Bonus issues and other 
receipts of a capital nature are added to 

the capital value of the Trust. 


A unit trust of the Save and Prosper Group. The Group 

handles approximately £100 million on behalf of 200,000 investors. 
For further information ask your banker or stockbroker or 

write to 30 Cornhill, London, E.C.3. Telephone: MANsion House 5467. 
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CURRENT TOPICS 


Construction of Notices to Quit 


As a general rule, a notice to quit is void unless it either 
names the correct date for the termination of the tenancy 
or uses a formula by which the correct date may be ascertained 
(see, e.g., Hankey v. Clavering [1942] 2 K.B. 326), and s. 25 (1) 
of the Landlord and Tenant Act, 1954, provides: “ The land- 
lord may terminate a tenancy to which this Part of this Act 
applies by a notice given to the tenant in the prescribed form 
specifying the date at which the tenancy is to come to an 
end...” In Swmrose, Ltd. v. Gould, which we report at 
p. 988, the landlord served the tenant notice dated 
12th January, 1961, and immediately following the space 
reserved for the date of the termination of the tenancy was 
a reference to a note printed on the back of the form. In 
the date space, the day and month were clearly set out, but 
the year had been left with only the printed figures 196_. 
On the back of the form was printed, inter alia, the text of 
s. 25 (2) of the 1954 Act, which states: “Subject to the 
provisions of the next following subsection, a notice under 
this section shall not have effect unless it is given not more 
than twelve nor less than six months before the date of 
termination specified therein.”” The Court of Appeal decided 
that the notice to quit was valid because if the tenant had 
looked at the note on the back of the form he would have 
known that the only year that could be intended was 1961 : 
it could not be 1962 because that date was too late to comply 
with s. 25 (2) of the 1954 Act. Notices to quit should be 
benevolently and liberally construed and, provided they give 
“the real substance of the information required” (per 
Barry, J., in Barclays Bank, Lid. v. Ascott [1961] 1 W.L.R. 
717; +p. 323, ante), they will be valid. 


Remoteness: Personal Injuries 


It will be remembered that there is a conflict, at present 
unresolved, between the decision of the Court of Appeal in 
Re Polemis & Furness, Withy & Co., Lid. (1921) 3 K.B. 560, 
and the views of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council 
expressed in Overseas Tankship (U.K.), Lid. v. Morts Dock 
and Engineering Co., Ltd. [1961] A.C. 388. In the earlier 
case the court found liability in respect of the direct conse- 
quences of a negligent act although those consequences 
could not reasonably have been anticipated, but the Judicial 
Committee rejected this test and held that remoteness of 
damage was simply a question of foreseeability. However, 
their lordships admitted that there were certain qualifica- 
tions to this principle and it seems that one of these arises 
where a wrongful act causes personal injuries. In Smith v. 
Leech Braine & Co., Lid., and Another (1961), The Times, 
18th November, the plaintiff, a widow, claimed damages in 








CONTENTS 


CURRENT TOPICS : 
Construction of Notices to aueie of tes Personal! Injuries 
—Directing When Retired—Di i of U ted Vehicles— 
Guilt without Cruelty 





“THE MINICAB WAR” - : 977 
THE LAND DRAINAGE ACT, 1961 ve ah : 979 


OVERSEA INFLUENCE OF ENGLISH LAW: 
The Law of Torts in the U.S.A. .. 


ESTOPPEL PER REM JUDICATAM 
HERE AND THERE 
CORRESPONDENCE 

REVIEWS 

NOTES OF CASES: 


v. Berry 
Divorce: Costs: Refusal to Disclose Name of Woman) 
v. Allied Commercial Exporters, Ltd. 
(Sale. Zz; Goods: Breach of Contract: Exemption 


Sioaena "Cheete 
(Bastardy : Maintenance and Access nt 
Child Taken to Australia) 
Cox & Co. (Watford), Ltd. v. Bushey U rban District Council 
(Rating: Reassessment: Validity) ee 
Hipgrave v. Hipgrave 
(Husband and Wife: Pending Suit for Divorce: 
Contempt of Court: Committal on Ex Parte 
Application) ¥ : ue: ; 
Hunter v. Hunter 
(Husband and Wife: Belief in Adultery: Allegation 
to be in Writing) $ se ; > 


acobson 
(Husband and Wife: Maintenance: Husband's 
Potential Earning Capacity) 
Johnson v. Jewitt (Inspector of Taxes) 
(Income Tax: paged Loss Clots -_ Rebate on dre ad 
Transactions) 


v. Landsman 
(Husband and Wife: Equal Division of Business) 
R. ». Mc 
(Criminal : Diminished Responsibility: Defen- 
dant’s Refusal to Raise Defence) ; 
R. ¥. ba oy and St. Marylebone Rent ‘Tribunal ; ex 


(Landlord and Tenant: Rent Tribunal: Landlord 
Wrongly Named: Jurisdiction) . : 


R. v. Porritt 
(Criminal Law: Homicide: Provocation: Whether 
Judge Should Raise Issue) : j 


: Decree Nisi: Reconciliation: Decree Made 
Absolute through Solicitors’ Inadvertence) 
Sunrose, Ltd. v. Gould 
(Landlord and Tenant: Business Premises: Notice to 
Terminate : a, of Date) ve » 


vow ¥. Lapel fade Go 
jr Mage a ol Assisted Person: Court to 
“Seay Amount) .. 
Ltd. v. McLean 
(Hire Purchase: Car Repossessed and 
Resoild: Discount on ve Charges) 


IN WESTMINSTER AND WHITEHALL 


POINTS IN PRACTICE 











976 [Vol 


105 


respect of injuries sustained by her husband in the course 
of his employment at the defendants’ premises. The husband 
was struck on the lip and burned by a piece of molten metal 
and Lorp PARKER, C.]., formed the conclusion that common- 
law negligence had been made out against the defendants. 
Cancer ensued at the site of the burn and in spite of operations 
the man died of,this disease. His lordship found that the 
burn both the the death and the 
point arose as to whether the defendants were liable for the 
death Parker, C.J., answered this question in the 
affirmative because, in his lordship’s view, the “test was 
not whether the defendants could foresee that the burn would 
cause cancer | whether they could have foreseen the type 
of danger.’’ A similar point arose before the Scottish Court 
of Session in Burden v. Watson {1961} S.L.T. (Notes of Recent 
Decisions) 67 \ collision occurred between a motor omnibus 
and a and the driver 
damages from the motor cyclist in respect of, inter alia, shock 
and fright which eventually resulted in a coronary artery 
occlusion thrombosis. LorpD MILLIGAN rejected the 
defender's ion that attack too remote a 
consequence of the collision, because “it is sufficient in a 
case of this nature if the wrongdoer ought to have appre- 
ciated that, if he 
a duty of care 
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be treated as having retired from such employment.” In this 
case the Commissioner said that there had been a very marked 
change in the amount of work which the claimant had done 
since before 25th October, 1958, when she attained pensionable 
age. He continued : “ She has no longer taken an active part 
in the business, save on two days a week and for the 
owner of a business to continue to participate in it only to 
that extent does not seem to me to be inconsistent with 
retirement from regular employment.’’ Accordingly he 
allowed the claimant’s appeal. 


Disposal of Unwanted Vehicles 


WHETHER it is because of the introduction of regular 
tests and on-the-spot checks on the roadworthiness of motor 
vehicles or simply a consequence of the affluent society in 
which we are said to live, there can be no doubt that the 
abandonment of unwanted and unsaleable vehicles presents 
a very real problem. There are several ways in which this 
problem can be approached. Under s. 1 of the Litter Act, 
1958, it is an offence to deposit and leave litter in a public 
place, and many motorists who have abandoned worn-out 
cars in public places have been convicted of this offence. At 
first there was some divergence of opinion amongst magistrates 
as to whether a car could be said to be “ litter” within the 
meaning of the Act, but in Vaughan v. Biggs [1960) 1 W.L.R. 
622, the Divisional Court did not seem to raise any objection 
to this interpretation. Another remedy, which has recently 
been adopted by Shrewsbury Corporation, is for the council 
to exercise its powers to remove abandoned vehicles from grass 
verges and similar places and recover the cost of such removals 
from their owners. There is much to be said for this procedure 

assuming, of course, that the owner of the vehicle can be 
traced—-but we are impressed by Bedford Corporation’s 
answer of opening a ‘‘ cemetery ”’ for cars which have outlived 
their usefulness. The councillors of Bedford were also 
concerned at the large number of vehicles which were 
abandoned in municipal car parks and in odd corners of 
housing estates and they decided to accept cars for “ burial ”’ 
provided that they are told beforehand that they are coming 
and the vehicle’s registration book is produced. This last 
requirement is, of course, the means by which the corporation 
satisfies itself that the vehicle has not been stolen, and a 
further condition is that the vehicle belongs to a Bedford 
ratepayer. Bedford’s ‘‘ cemetery” is an abandoned gravel 
pit which is normally used for the disposal of household 
refuse and, in our view, this is a good solution to a problem 
which is likely to become even more pressing. The disposal 
of old cars is not always an easy matter, but the ratepayers of 
Bedford can dispose of them without fear of prosecution or 
being faced with the cost of removal. It is to be hoped that 
other councils will find it possible to open such a “ cemetery ” 
and, by so doing, they will provide a useful service by ensuring 
that their districts are free of unsightly wrecks. 


Guilt without Cruelty 


SETTER a bad excuse than none at said 
William Camden and so, it seems, thought a motorist who, 
when charged with exceeding the speed limit, pleaded that 
he had committed this offence in order to break a spider's 
web which was interfering with the movement of his 
speedometer needle. Auckland magistrates fined the accused 
{3 and made a point of assuring him that he had been 
convicted of a motoring offence, not cruelty to spiders ! 


all.” So 
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Advising your 


clients on 
Investment 











Only you can judge what proportion of a 
client’s funds can safely be invested 
in adventurous equities and stock which 
may pay off handsomely—and may not. 


Certain it is, however, that every investor’s 
portfolio should contain a solid holding 
such as the building societies afford. For 
here (and only here) are found the elements 
of attractive yield andimmediate realisability 
without any risk of capital loss. 

You will have to go a long way 
to find an investment with equal 
yield, in which capital will be 
returned, pound for pound, 
no matter what the financial 
climate. 





Here is investment without stamp duty, 
brokerage or commission. Income tax on 
interest is paid by the society; and in 
addition to all this, the building society 
investor is now the most jealously guarded 
member of the investing public. 
Government regulation has now enforced 
the safeguards which have long been the 
practice of members of The Building 
Societies Association. You may well feel, 
however, that the societies most likely to do 
you credit are those which adopted the 
strictest principles of security of their own 
free will. 


For a list of member societies and booklet on 
saving and borrowing please write to: The Secretary (Dept. SJ.8) 


THE BUILDING SOCIETIES ASSOCIATION .- 


14 PARK STREET - LONDON W.1 
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.-.- and then to step aside. The R.N.1.B. know 
how to befriend and train the newly blind 
and then stand by without ‘fussing’ so that 
the sightliess go forward with confidence into 
a new life of happy usefulness. 

Please help this work by commending the 
R.N.L.B. when you advise clients on the 
preparation of their wills. 


the helping hand for 
all Britain's blind 


THE ROYAL MATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR THE BLIND, 224 GT. PORTLAND STREET, LONDON, W.1 
(Registered in accordance with the National Assistance Act, 1948) 
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THE LEGACY FUND 


for whom the Retained Surveyors are 


CONRAD, RITBLAT & CO. 


are now desirous of diversifying their portfolio 
and require the following types of investments. 


1. WELL-SITED SHOP PROPERTY with re- 
versionary element within some 20 years— 
nominal yield of 2°% acceptable. 
FIRST-CLASS SHOP PROPERTY ict at 
rack rentals to good companies, yielding be- 
tween 6°% and 7%. 

MODERN FACTORY PROPERTY Iet to 
substantial or public companies, yielding 8} °% 
to 10%. 

SHORT LEASEHOLD INTERESTS between 
5 and 20 years secured on first-class shop 
property, yielding a minimum of 6°% with 
sinking fund. 

Properties anywhere in the United Kindom con- 

sidered and immediate action will be taken on all 

suitable propositions, which should be submitted 
to the Funds Retait.cd Surveyors. 
Introductory commission will be paid if agents 
are unable to be retained. 


CONRAD, RITBLAT & CO. 


14, MANCHESTER SQUARE, LONDON, W.1 
WELbeck 4499 (12 lines) 











For close attention... 


isk the VOW 


Court and Government Bonds 
‘Conveyancing’ Fire Insurance 


all classes of 


LIFE, FIRE AND ACCIDENT INSURANCES 


at competitive rates 


AVON INSURANCE CO. LTD. Stratford-on-Avon 


London Office: 88/89 Gracechurch Street, E.C.3 
Branches and Representatives throughout the U.K. 


THE SIGN OF GOOD INSURANCE 





All sea services benefit from K.G.F.S.—as any solicitor 
asked for advice on bequests for seamen’s welfare will 
discover. This central fund finances some 120 societies 
concerned with marine welfare, according to their needs. 
For this reason alone a legacy to K.G.F.S. will help 
seafarers, of every category—Royal Navy, Merchant 
Navy, and Fishing Fleets—and their dependants, in times 
of need and distress. 


King George’s Fund for Sailors 
1, Chesham Street, London, S.W.1 SLOane 0331 (5 lines) 
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“THE MINICAB WAR” 


THE emergence on the streets of London of several hundred 
“minicabs’’ offering themselves for hire without being 
licensed as hackney carriages has raised and will continue to 
raise legal and administrative problems of the highest 
importance. These vehicles and their drivers are governed 
by no restrictions beyond those affecting private motorists 
except that there are some regulations controlling the use of 
vehicles with advertisements in central London and the royal 
parks. 

The London taxi-driver on the other hand must pass the 
strict ‘“‘ knowledge of London ”’ test, which takes him between 
a year and eighteen months of study and practice acquired 
by riding through London on a bicycle. He must pass a 
special test of driving skill. He must be fit and remain fit, 
and being a “licensed man” he must be of good character. 
His charges to the public are controlled unless the hiring 
covers a distance over six miles. His vehicle must comply 
with special standards of construction, it is subject to strict 
annual inspection and spot tests of its mechanical condition, 
and it must at all times be clean and unblemished. Last 
but not least, the London taxi-driver is subject to a whole 
series of strict regulations comprised in eight Acts of Parlia- 
ment, all except one passed in the last century before the dawn 
of the motor age. There are similar Acts and regulations 
somewhat less strict governing the use of hackney carriages 
outside the Metropolitan Police District, the most important 
of these Acts being the Town Police Clauses Act, 1847. 


Comment in Parliament 
It is not surprising that the London cab trade bitterly 


resents the advent of the minicabs. Before Welbeck Motors 
put the first large batch of minicabs on the streets on 19th June, 
1961, the matter was raised in Parliament on 7th June by 
Mr. R. J. Mellish, M.P. for Bermondsey, speaking on behalf 
of both owners and drivers of London taxis. He described 
the anger of those for whom he spoke, and mentioned the 
fear that there would be “ very serious scenes.”” Mr. Vosper, 
then Minister of State at the Home Office, replying on behalf 
of the Government, said :— 

‘The Government does not propose to allow the privilege 
of plying for hire, which is confined by legislation to licensed 
taxicabs, to be enjoyed by vehicles which are not subject to 
proper controls ”’ 


(Hansard, vol. 641, no. 122, col. 1353). 


The Minister went on to refer to a statement of the Home 
Secretary made in the House on 15th March, 1961, that :— 

“ According to advice he has received, a procedure under 
which a vehicle could be hailed in the street, and thereupon 
engaged for an immediate journey by means of a booking placed 
over a radio-telephone installed on the vehicle, amounts to 
plying for hire ; and if that vehicle is not licensed as a taxicab 
an offence would be committed.” 

The Minister of State went on to say that the police would 
prosecute unlicensed vehicles plying for hire in the manner 
described, and commented that, while “ plying for hire” 
was nowhere judicially defined by legislation, there was 
ample judicial authority to show what kind of activity was 
within the meaning of this expression. The Minister did 
not believe that at that time the minicabs had, with onc 
possible exception, attempted to ply for hire in this way. 

The Minister did not consider that the advent of minicabs 
would significantly increase congestion in central London or 
the difficulties of public transport there, and he recognised 


that taxis bore a burden in the standards of construction of 
their vehicles and the knowledge of their drivers which 
entitled them to the protection provided by the ban on 
unlicensed vehicled plying for hire. He promised that the 
Government would not stand aside in the event of breach 
or evasion of the law by minicabs. The Minister refused to 
commit himself at that stage with regard to the necessity for 
fresh legislation. 

If the popular Press is to be believed, Mr. Mellish’s fears 
about the possibility of serious scenes were not entirely 
misplaced, and there is undoubted bitterness between taxi- 
drivers and minicab drivers, and also some ill-feeling between 
taxi-drivers and the police. It is now the practice in London 
magistrates’ courts, whenever a taxi-driver and a minicab 
driver appear together, to inquire whether the charge relates 
to the ‘ minicab war.” There is the possibility of minor 
traffic accidents being regarded as deliberate hostile acts in 
this so-called “‘ war.”’ 


Relations with the police 


As far as relations with the police are concerned, there is 
a feeling on the part of taxi-drivers that unlawful activities 
by minicabs are tolerated while the law is strictly enforced 
against them. Taxi-drivers have made themselves liable 
to prosecution for obstruction and other offences while in 
the act of investigating minicab activities and trying to 
draw police attention to them. The police officer on the 
other hand often finds himself genuinely bewildered when 
asked to take action in cases of alleged unlawful plying for 
hire by minicabs. 

Attention may be drawn to a minicab picking up passengers 
in the street, a minicab waiting in the street without a booked 
job to get a call on the radio, or people standing in the streets 
hailing a minicab and then making a booking by radio or public 
telephone, and engaging that minicab or another. A minicab 
may be called to hirers by another minicab using its radio. 
The ordinary policeman often does not know whether such 
activities are illegal or not. 

In fact it is not easy for anyone to decide on the legality 
of such acts. There was an unsuccessful prosecution of a 
minicab parked for about half an hour by the roadside in 
the northern part of Edgware Road. There have been 
unsuccessful prosecutions of minicabs where the passengers, 
after being picked up on the street, then made a booking by 
telephone. There have also been successful prosecutions on 
similar facts. In one case the learned magistrate, after 
hearing legal argument, considered that a minicab would 
not be plying for hire if it was being used as “‘ a mobile booking 
office ’’ to obtain hirers for other minicabs, even though the 
vehicle in question had a large sign on the sun visor with 
the words “ MrnicaB Booxtnc.” Each case, of course, 
depends upon its facts, so that not every case that looks like 
a test case is one. It is understood that at least two cases 
covering circumstances similar to those mentioned above 
may be taken on appeal by way of case stated to the Divisional 
Court of the Queen’s Bench Division, which may review the 
law in the light of present conditions. 


Cogley v. Sherwood 
The law regarding “ plying for hire ” within the Metropolitan 
Police District was fully reviewed in 1959 in the well known 
London Airport case, Cogley v. Sherwood [1959] 2 W.L.R. 781. 
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In that case two taxi-drivers made a test booking of certain 
vehicles provided by a car-hire firm operating in the airport 
by each applying at one of two offices, from which they were 
escorted to the standing place where the vehicles and the 
drivers were waiting. The owners and drivers of these 
cars were convicted by the lay magistrates at Uxbridge. 
Against this decision there was an appeal by way of case 
stated to the Divisional Court, which was allowed on the 
ground that the cars in question were not exhibited, and so 
were not unlawfully plying for hire within the meaning of 
s. 7 of the Metropolitan Public Carriage Act, 1869. 

In Cogley's case, according to the headnote of the report, 
“the cars appeared to be private cars, the drivers’ uniforms 
were similar to those worn by private chauffeurs, and so the 
cars at the standing did not give the appearance of being 
cars available for hire.”’ 

This method of operating is of course in complete contrast 
to the modern minicabs, which look utterly unlike private 
cars, have drivers wearing civilian clothes or a conspicuous 
military-type uniform, and operate all over the Metropolitan 
area on the streets and not in garages or on regular standings. 

In his judgment in this Lord Parker, C.J., after 
pointing out that the 1869 Act applied to the Metropolitan 
Police District and the City of London and that London 
Airport was within this area, went on to distinguish between 
stage carriages and hackney carriages, the former being 
carriages plying for hire and charging according to the places 
or seats, while “ a hackney carriage shall mean any carriage 
for the conveyance of passengers which plies for hire within 
the limits of this Act, and is not a stage carriage ”’ (s. 4). 

He said that in all the cases from 1869 onwards he had 
been unable to find a comprehensive and authoritative 
definition of ‘‘ plying for hire.’ 

Lord Parker went on to point out that the 1869 Act dealt 
with carriages plying for hire and not with persons carrying 
on the business of letting out carriages. “It is the carriage 
that must ply for hire,’”’ he said, ‘‘ though a human agency 
must clearly be involved.” He did not think that vehicles 
belonging to any of the many car-hire firms were plying for 
hire. He was dealing, of course, with vehicles looking like 
private cars, chauffeur-driven or self-driven, operating from 
a garage or stand not accessible to the public except through 
a booking office. This, as has been mentioned, is not how 
the minicabs operate today. 


case 


Consideration of “ hackney carriage ” 


The distinction between the hackney carriage, then horse- 
drawn, plying for hire, and the job-master, the predecessor 
of the modern car-hire firm, was clearly drawn only two years 
after the passing of the 1869 Act by Montague Smith, J., in 
Allen v. Tunbridge (1871), L.R. 6 C.P. 481 
was applied in a modern context in Armstrong v. Ogle [1926] 


This judgment 


2 K.B. 438, by Lord Hewart, C.]., who said: ‘‘ The contrast 
is between a particular and definite private hiring and a 
public picking up of passengers.”’ 
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Lord Parker in Cogley’s case referred to another earlier 
case, Clarke v. Stanford (1871), L.R. 6 Q.B. 357, where a 
carriage waiting at a railway station was held to be plying 
for hire, and Mellor, ]., said: “‘ What is the carriage there 
for? Though the driver makes no sign, he is there to be 
hired by persons who arrive by train . . . it [the carriage] is 
therefore plying for hire.” 

Lord Parker went on to comment that “ in all the cases 
where it has been held that a carriage was plying for hire, it 
was in fact there and on view.” He referred to Gilbert v. 
McKay {1946} 1 All E.R. 458, where cars were held to be 
plying for hire even though a member of the public could 
not choose his vehicle, because they were clearly on view 
standing, like taxis on a rank, outside offices bearing the 
sign “‘Cars for Hire.’ The learned Lord Chief Justice 
referred also to the case of Cavill v. Amos (1900), 16 T.L.R. 
156, where Channell, J., said: “A man might possibly ply 
for hire with a carriage without exhibiting it, by going about 
touting for customers.” 

Lord Parker, however, felt that it was of the essence of 
plying for hire that the carriage should be exhibited, and, 
applying this principle to the case before him, considered 
that as “ the cars in question were not exhibited . . . they 
appeared to be ordinary private cars with private chauffeurs.” 
Thus they were not plying for hire. 


Review required 


There has been no review of the position by the Divisional 
Court since the minicabs began to operate on the streets by 
new methods. To make the legal position certain, it might 
well be necessary to take two or even three test cases covering 
the different types of minicab operations. 

In any event it may well be necessary for the Government 
to review the position regarding minicabs in the light of police 
reports that will be available to them, and to consider fresh 
legislation. 

This task was considered urgent as long ago as 1947, when 
Lord Goddard, C.J., in the case of Goodman v. Serle [1947 
2 K.B. 808, at p. 815, commented with regard to the laws 
about hackney carriages: ‘‘ We do, not pretend to find the 
construction of these Acts at all easy.” 

In the case of Hunt v. Morgan [1949] 1 K.B. 233, at p. 240, 
he said: “ It is, therefore, not surprising that cab-drivers, 
the police and magistrates, to say nothing of the general 
public, have difficulty in ascertaining the law on this subject 
and make mistakes about it. It would seem that an Act 
consolidating and amending and, if possible, simplifying 
the law with regard to cabs is very desirable.”’ 

In 1949 the Home Secretary set up a working party to 
examine the law with regard to hackney carriages but it 
never reported. The present Home Secretary might well 
call for the files relating to this working party and take some 
effective action with regard to laws described in Halsbury’s 
Statutes as being “ as anachronistic as the horse cabs which 
called them into being.” C. W.-P. 





Societies 


The INcorRPORATED Law Society or PrymoutnH held their 
annual dinner on 11th November. Mr. A. J. Driver, president 
of The Law Society, spoke about the problem of overcoming the 
shortage of admitted and unadmiutted staff in solicitors’ offices. 
Alderman Arthur Goldberg, president of the Plymouth Law 
Society and Lord Mayor of Plymouth, said that over the years 
the society had provided thirteen civic heads and that there were 
now six practising solicitors in the city council 


The Sortctrors’ MANAGING CLERKS’ AssociaTIon held their 
annual festival dinner on 9th November at the Connaught 
Rooms. The president, Mr. W. E. Griffiths, was in the chair, 
and Lord Morris of Borth-y-Gest proposed the toast to the 
association. Among those present were: Lord Justice Upjohn, 
Mr. Justice Russell, Master W. F. S. Hawkins, Master Raymond 
Jennings, Q.C., Master J. Ritchie, Mr. Peter Foster, Q.C., 
Mr, C. H. S, Blatch, and Mr. K. O. G. Huntley. 





* The Solicitors’ Journal” 
Friday, November 24, 1961 





VALUATIONS 





ViCtoria 2002 (3 lines) 


OF INDUSTRIAL BUILDINGS, PLANT AND MACHINERY, etc., FOR 
PROBATE, COMPANY PROMOTION, INSURANCE, etc. 


JOHN FOORD AND COMPANY 


56 VICTORIA STREET, LONDON, 5S.W.1 








The aim of this Society is to bring consolation and renewed 
happiness into the lives of those who are bedridden or house-bound and 
yet are too poor to buy a wireless set . . . to give them some relief from 
the deadly boredom which so often mars their lives . . . to keep them in 
touch with the outside world—with Religion, Music and Entertainment. 

Since its foundation in 1939 the Society has provided free wireless 
facilities in cities, towns and remote villages throughout Great Britain 
and Northern Ireland. 

Full details of the Society's activities are available from the 
Secretary who will also be pleased to supply Deed of Covenant forms, 
Bankers orders or Bequest forms. 


WIRELESS FOR THE BEDRIDDEN 
SOCIETY 


President : His Grace the Archbishop of Canterbury 


20 Wimpole Street,W.1 Telephone : WELbeck 0949 
(Registered in accordance with the National Assistance Act, 1948) 











A SPECIALIST SERVICE 


for 


ADMINISTRATION 


and all other Legal and Government 


BONDS 


and 


INDEMNITY POLICIES 





The qualified staff of the Association will help to 
solve your difficulties 





THE 


NATIONAL GUARANTEE 


AND SURETYSHIP ASSOCIATION LIMITED 
ESTABLISHED 1863 


LONDON OFFICE : 


1 Moorgate, 
London, E.C.2 
MONARCH 6644 


HEAD OFFICE : 
17 Charlotte Square, 
Edinburgh, 2 


CALEDONIAN 4061-2-3 


BRANCHES IN ALL PRINCIPAL TOWNS AND CITIES 
IN GREAT BRITAIN, NORTHERN IRELAND AND EIRE 























EDWARD ERDMAN & CO. 


AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS, SURVEYORS ann ESTATE AGENTS 
& 

Valuations and Surveys for Probate and all purposes 
Estates managed - Rents collected 
Compensation claims under Town and Country Planning Act 
Rating Appeals - Dilapidation Claims 
Preparation of plans - Supervision of Building work 
Advice on Investments of Trust Funds 


OFPICES : 
6, GROSVENOR STREET, LONDON, W.1 
MAYvratre 8191 


















































The 
FLYING ANGEL 


is a flag well known to 

seamen. It stands for a 

world-wide ministry to 
body, mind and soul. 

A legacy to THE 

MISSIONS TO SEAMEN will keep the flag flying 
—no better service could be rendered to seafarers. 


Piease note exact style and title of the Society 


THE MISSIONS TO SEAMEN 


4 BUCKINGHAM PALace GarDeNs, Lonpon, S.W.1 
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Money for Old Rope. 


WASTE METAL, PAPER OR STRING 


Full market prices paid for all classes of materials. 
We buy WASTE PAPER, SCRAP METALS, 
ROPES AND STRINGS, and specialise in the 
guaranteed destruction of confidential documents. 
CONTRACTORS TO HER MAJESTY’S 
STATIONERY OFFICE 


J. & J. MAYBANK LIMITED 


One of the MAYBANK group of companies 


Jack Scrap says: 
** Let me clear 


a MAY BANK 


Warehouses at: EDMONTON PORTSMOUTH , HIGGINSHAW 


Contact Mr. Victor at 

Deptford Wharf 

Greenwich High Road, London 
S.E.10. Telephone: Tideway 535! 


STROOD * WATERLOO * WOOLWICH 





DOCTORS COMMONS 


Twentieth-century members of the Legal Profession 
can scarcely be expec- 
ted to know the where- 
abouts of this site once 
given over wholly to 
their pursuits. More im- 
portant is the knowledge 
that next to it there now 
stands a building which 
houses a Christian activ- 
ity of a world wide in- 
terdenominational and 
charitable character. In the provision and circulation of 
the Scriptures in 857 languages, an object exists which 
is worthy of serious consideration by those making 
covenants or charitable bequests. The Society’s Financial 
Secretary welcomes enquiries, concerning which the 
strictest confidence is observed. 

















THE BRITISH & FOREIGN 
BIBLE SOCIETY 


146 Queen Victoria Street, London, E.C.4 

















OUR DEBT 





TO NURSES 


————is incalculable. But this can, 
to some extent, be repaid 
by remembering the older 
Nurses who gave devoted 
service in return for a 


miserable salary and who 
now need your help to pro- 
vide them with security in 
their old age. 


THE NURSES’ MEMORIAL TO 
KING EDWARD VII 


was founded in 1912 to maintain a Home or Homes 

for Retired Nurses. Donations and Subscriptions 

under Covenant are urgently needed—also Bequests 

—to support the work of this Voluntary Organisation 
and to maintain its Home for elderly Nurses. 


Please write for brochure and address all enquiries to :— 


THe Hon. SECRETARY AT 15 BUCKINGHAM STREET 
Lonpon, W.C.2 
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THE LAND DRAINAGE ACT, 1961 


Tue Land Drainage Act, 1961, is the latest of a series of 
measures dealing with land drainage, the protection of low- 
lying lands from the sea, the repair of embankments and the 
removal of obstructions, which has its origins in the Com- 
missions issued from very early times under the prerogative 
of the Crown and under various Acts of Parliament and 
also in an Act of 1531-2 relating to Commissioners of Sewers, 
the predecessors of the present river boards and drainage 
boards. Following the report of a Royal Commission in 1927, 
the general Acts relating to Commissioners of Sewers, includ- 
ing Acts amending the Act of 1531-2 and in particular the 
Land Drainage Act, 1861, were repealed by the Land Drainage 
Act, 1930, which has regulated the subject for the past 
thirty years. It established catchment boards and made 
provision for the transfer to those boards of the rights, powers, 
duties, obligations and liabilities previously discharged by any 
drainage authority in connection with “ main rivers ” and for 
the abolition of all Commissioners of Sewers. By virtue 
of orders made under the River Boards Act, 1948, the functions 
of catchment boards have been transferred to and are now 
exercised by river boards covering the whole of England 
and Wales, except the Thames and Lee Catchment areas 
and the administrative county of London. The Act of 
1948 aiso transferred functions relating to the prevention of 
river pollution and fisheries to the new river boards and 
made provision, in appropriate cases, for the transfer to 
such boards of functions of navigation, conservancy and 
harbour authorities. In carrying out their duties river boards 
must conserve the water resources of their areas and exercise 
statutory duties in connection with the measurement and 
recording of rainfall and river flow. 

The 1948 Act aiso rendered obsolete general drainage 
powers relating to land not under the jurisdiction of a catch- 
ment board conferred on county and county borough councils 
by s. 50 (1) of the 1930 Act, but it did not affect the powers 
conferred on those councils by subs. (2) of that section to 
serve notices relating to the maintenance of watercourses 
or to prepare schemes for the diainage of small areas under 
s. 52 of the earlier Act. 

Under Pt. XI of the Public Health Act, 1936, local authori- 
ties may deal with streams, watercourses, ditches and culverts 
which are prejudicial to health or nuisances but they may 
only exercise these powers in relation to streams, etc., within 
the jurisdiction of a land drainage authority after consultation 
with that authority. 

The Bill for the Act of 1961 implemented a White Paper 
published by the Government in 1959, following protracted 
negotiations with interested organisations on the recom- 
mendations of the Land Drainage Sub-Committee of the 
Central Advisory Water Committee which sat under the 
chairmanship of Sir Arthur Heneage. At the time when this 
sub-committee published its report and recommendations the 
general scheme of land drainage legislation and control in 
England and Wales was as follows. 

Drainage authorities. River boards (appointed bodies 
with precepting powers) were responsible for the main rivers 
or groups of rivers, and internal drainage boards (elected 
bodies levying rates directly on owners and occupiers) were 
responsible for internal drains in defined parts of river board 
areas which derived benefit or avoided danger as a result of 
specific drainage operations. County and county borough 
councils could deal with the maintenance of watercourses 


or the drainage of small areas incapable of being dealt with 
by the constitution of an internal drainage district, and 
public health authorities possessed permissive powers in 
relation to streams and watercourses, ponds and ditches 
which were prejudicial to health or statutory nuisances. 

Intermediate watercourses and farm ditches were, generally 
speaking, left to the riparian owners and farmers. 

The Heneage Committee drew particular attention to the 
discrepancy in the rateable values of various river board 
areas which they considered were quite unrelated to their 
drainage problems, and they recommended that river boards 
should be responsible for all watercourses other than drains in 
internal drainage districts and ditches, and that a drainage 
charge should be levied on all agricultural land not within an 
internal drainage district. 

The 1961 Act (which came into force on 27th July, 1961) 
seeks to extend the powers of land drainage authorities 
(including local authorities), to increase the financial resources 
of river boards and to confer specific powers for dealing with 
intermediate watercourses and farm ditches. 


Drainage charges 


Part I of the 1961 Act authorises the raising and levying 
of (1) general drainage charges to increase the revenue avail- 
able to river boards to meet the expenses of general drainage 
works, and (2) special drainage charges to pay for specific 
schemes of drainage works required “in the interests of 
agriculture.” 

At the present time river boards obtain their revenue from 
Government grants, contributions from internal drainage 
boards and precepts on county and county borough councils 
who, in turn, collect the money—directly or indirectly—from 
the ratepayers. Since agricultural land was de-rated in 1929 
it has not contributed towards land drainage expenditure 
unless situate in an internal drainage district and rates have 
been collected for purely local works by the internal drainage 
board. 

The new power to levy general drainage charges is an 
enabling and permissive one. Under it a river board may 
levy a uniform charge on the occupiers of agricultural land 
and buildings in those parts of its area outside any internal 
drainage district so as to produce approximately the same 
revenue as the precepts issued to the local councils. 

The power to levy a special drainage charge will depend 
upon the preparation by the river board of a scheme for 
carrying out drainage works in a defined area “ in the interests 
of agriculture.” Here again the power is permissive and 
discretionary ; if they propose to exercise it the board must | 
consult interested organisations before preparing a scheme, 
and after it has been made send copies to those organisations 
and to the local authorities and drainage boards in the area. 
Provision is made for objections ani for Ministerial considera- 
tion of the scheme and any objections and, if it is confirmed, 
(i) the watercourses designated in it will become part of the 
river board’s “main river” (although distinguished from 
any other part of such river), and (ii) the board may execute 
the works and collect the special charges authorised by the 
scheme from the occupiers of agricultural land in the area 
covered by the scheme, There is a statutory maximum 
charge of 1s. in the { of the Sched. A value of any land or 
buildings less the amount of any general drainage charge 
raised by the river board for the same year. 





Drainage rates 

The new Act alters the assessment of certain 
properties for the purpose of drainage rates made for a period 
beginning after the end of March, 1963, by substituting net 
annual value for Sched. A values for non-agricultural properties 
and by allowing the occupier of any agricultural land (particu- 
larly where the original holding has been sub-divided) to apply 
for a Sched. A value which would be in line with the general 
tone of the list in the internal drainage district. It also makes 
provision for drainage rates to be collected (if the authorities 
agree) by rating authorities, for differential rating and for 
rights of appeal against decisions of drainage boards on claims 
for exemption from drainage 


basis of 


rates 


Local authorities’ powers 


The of county and borough councils to 
prepare and execute schemes of drainage works in small areas 
are brought up to date and the limit of expenditure under 
such a scheme is raised to {20 per acre (compared with {5 
an acre and an overall total of £5,000 in the 1930 Act). 


Borough, urban and rural district councils can now remedy 


powers county 


or mitigate damage caused by flooding by exercising the powers 
of maintenance construction of drainage 
works to ‘main provided 
they obtain the consent of the river board for all works other 
than those carried out in an emergency 


improveme nt of 


watercourses than river ”’ 


otne!l 


All types of local authorities except parish councils may 
now take action under s: 35 of the 1930 Act 
removal of obstructions in watercourses 


to secure the 


Ditches 


Part III of the 1961 Act replaces provisions of the earlier 
Act relating to ditches. The owner or occupier of any land 
which is injured, or the improvement of the drainage of which 
is prevented, by the condition of any ditch may apply to the 
Agricultural Land Tribunal for an order requiring the persons 


Oversea Influence of English Law 


THE LAW OF TORTS 


J. Hucues, M.A., LL.B., Senior Lecturer in Law in the University College of Wales, 


By G. B 
Aberystwyth; formerly Visiting Assistant 
THE background in which tort litigation is set in the United 
States is markedly unlike that of England. A will 
almost certainly be tried before a jury ; the plaintiff's attorney 
will probably be acting on a “ contingent fee ’’ basis, by which 
he takes a substantial percentage of damages if the suit is 
successful and gets nothing ii it fails; the defendant, even 
though he wins, will still have to pay his own attorney’s fees 
in full. Damages may run into hundreds of thousands of 
dollars, so that the annual tort litigation turnover in the 
United States is a major financial enterprise which has led 
plaintiffs’ and defendants 
into associations, both publishing their own legal journals. 
to find that the 
American jurisdictions is rarely 
England law in the 
Legislative 
has been less frequent and even more timid than 
As one might expect in a welter of fifty juris- 
rd of judicial activity is uneven 


case 


ittorneys to organise themselves 


In view of this it is perhaps 
substantive law of 
radically differen 
United States 1 
intervention 
in England 
dictions, t! 


surprising 
torts in 
from that of Tort 


largely common law 


still very 


»ome areas 
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responsible to cleanse the ditch and put it in order and 
protect it. If necessary, the tribunal may authorise the 
applicant to carry out the work, and, if any work specified 
in a tribunal’s order is not carried out, the Minister of 
Agriculture, Fisheries and Food may authorise the execution 
of the work and the recovery of expenses from the persons 
responsible. 
Other provisions 

Any person who is under an obligation in relation to an 
awarded watercourse may now request a river boaid to 
submit a scheme dealing with that watercourse and appeal 
to the Minister (if he so desires) against their decision or 
failure to take action on the application. 

For the purposes of sea defence works a river board area 
is now deemed to extend beyond the low-water mark, and the 
board’s power to maintain, improve or construct drainage 
works for the purpose of defence against sea water or tidal 
water can be exercised anywhere in the river board area 
irrespective of whether they are works in connection with the 
“ main river.” 

Sections 28 to 31 replace provisions in the 1930 Act dealing 
with notices requiring the removal of obstructions in water- 
courses, the appropriation and disposal of spoil and the control 
of structures in, or affecting, ‘“‘ main rivers.” 

The provisions of the new Act dealing with powers of entry 
(ss. 40 and 49 and para. 32 of Sched. I) were discussed at 
considerable length in the House of Commons. Provision 
is now made for written notice to the occupier (except in case 
of emergency), which must be given at least seven days 
beforehand if entry is to be made on land used for residential 
purposes or if entry is to be made on any land with heavy 
equipment. There is also a liability (in some cases a dis- 
cretionary power) to pay compensation for injury unless 
the injured person was himself liable to do the work under 
an order made under Pt. III of the Act. 

A. E. K. 


IN THE U.S.A. 


Professor and Senior Fellow, Yale Law School 


of the law have in all or some jurisdictions been pushed 
further than in Engiand while others lag behind the English 
development. 
Negligence 

As in all common-law jurisdictions the great feature of 
modern development in the United States has been the 
elevation of the tort of negligence and negligence theory to 
a dominating position. In the field of damages for negligently 
inflicted nervous shock American courts have been slow and 
cautious and have, with very few exceptions, not gone as 
far as Hambrook v. Stokes {1925} 1 K.B. 141, holding instead 
to the principle that recovery can only be given where the 
plaintiff was himself in physical danger. In the field of 
negligent misrepresentation, on the other hand, most American 
jurisdictions will grant a remedy where an English court 
might not. This is done either on frank negligence principles 
or by an extension of the tort of deceit. The general liability 
in negligence of manufacturers to those consumers injured by 
the faulty state of their products was advanced by Judge 
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for Estate Duty and do not 
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The HALIFAX 


for strength 
and security 


ASSETS 
£500,000,000 


Investments accepted 
from £10 to £5,000 


Easy withdrawal 
facilities 


Deposits in the 
Society are 
Trustee Investments 


HALIFAX 
BUILDING SOCIETY 


HEAD OFFICE~ HALIFAX * YORKSHIRE 


London Offices: 51 STRAND, W.C.2 
62 MOORGATE, E.C.2 136 KENSINGTON HIGH STREET, W.8 


WILL® 


OWer 


r—-- ol 


HALIFAX 
Paid-up Shares 


32% 


as from ist December, 1961 


Income Tax paid by 
the Society 


! The most powerful financial encouragement to our work is 
the constantly growing income from legacies. This, more 
i than any other factor, has enabled us to embark on the capital 
expenditure for new Homes to accommodate a few of the 
| hundreds of deserving people whose names appear on a 
tragically long waiting list. We thankfully acknowledge this 
| most valuable assistance and ask you please to continue to 


remember the Methodist Homes for the Aged when advising 
your clients, 


Piease write for illustrated brochure, 
“ The thread of Gold”. 


METHODIST HOMES 
FOR THE AGED 


General Secretary: REV. R. J. CONNELL, B.A., B.D., 
1 Central Bulidings, Westminster, London, S.W.1. 














Your help is needed 


for those who cannot help themselves 
_@ The long-term sick and infirm; with no one to care for them. 
@ The frail and aged, who with financial help could be cared for in their own homes. 
@ The middle-aged, who through iliness or misfortune are gravely financially distressed. 


Each year, the 0.G.A.A., which was founded in 1897, helps an ever increasing number of men and women living 
in their own homes. Last year 2,500 were helped, all people, whe through no fault of their own, were in a 
grave state of financial difficulty and distress. 


The long-term sick and infirm, with 
8e one te care for them. 


The frail and aged, who can still be 
cared fer in their own homes. 


The middie-aged. 
Under this heading are to be found 


There are many long-term sick and 
infirm 3f various age groups who un- 
fortunately are not biessed with loving 
relatives who can care for them. For 
these the D.G.A.A. has already estab- 
lished five nursing and two residential 
homes. The homes are purposely. small 
in orde to provide maximum personal 
attention together with carefully selected 
modern aids for every partially disabled 
patient. Many more homes are needed 
especially for the frail and aged, but 
these can be founded only when the 
necessary funds are available. To carry 
out present commitments over £200,000 
per annum is required. 


Please help - Legacies, Subscriptions and Donations are 


Distressed Gentlefolk’s Aid Association 


Patron: Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth, The Queen Mother. 
The General Secretary, Vicarage Gate House, London, W.8. 


The provision of desperately needed 
monetary grants, some of a permanent 
nature, also the supply of invalid foods 
and adequate heating for old people 
with seriously impaired health and 
rapidly dwindling means necessitates 
expenditure in the region of £100,000 
every year, and this is made possible 
only by the public response to our 
special appeals. In many instances the 
help given in this way enables frail aged 
genticfolk to remain among their rela- 
tives and friends for the remainder of 
their days. 


thousands of men and women in des- 
perate need, to whom help and en- 
couragement is given in what must be 
the darkest period of their lives— 
women with young families deprived of 
their husband's financial support 
through sudden iliness or death. For 
these, grants are provided 
to help keep the home together, or in 
the case of death to make it possible for 
the widow to train for a career to pro- 
vide a sécure future for herself and her 
children. 

Some of the patients in the Associa- 
tion's homes, although only in their 
early forties, are suffering from incurable 
illnesses and are in need of constant 





skilled nursing care which is quite un- 
obtainable in their own homes. Their very 
limited incomes make the fees of a pri- 
vate nursing home quite beyond them. 





With her kind permission we show a patient who 
although bedridden for seven years always remains 
cheerful. Television is a great comfort to the bed- 
ridden. We hope to be able to make this possible 
for many more patients. 

over 


£300,000 
ts needed 
every year 
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Cardozo as early as 1916 in the celebrated case of McPherson 
v. Buick Motor Co. 217 N.Y. 382, and has gained general 
acceptance. As in England, this principle has been extended 
to cover the case of the liability of a vehicle manufacturer 
or repairer to a pedestrian ultimately injured because of the 
defective state of the vehicle. Unlike England, the manu- 
facturer in the United States is not always relieved of liability 
by the reasonable possibility of intermediate examination. 

An instance of legislative inertia is the field of contributory 
negligence, where, for the most part, American jurisdictions 
cling to the common law with its refinements of last oppor- 
tunity (or “last clear chance,” as they call it). Apportion- 
ment legislation only exists in some federal matters and in 
a few states where it is qualified by the requirement that the 
plaintiff's negligence should be “ slight ” or “ not as great’ 
as that of the defendant. This disinclination to enact 
apportionment statutes is no doubt partly explicable by the 
power of insurance lobbies. The continuance of the common 
law of contributory negligence is supported in most American 
jurisdictions by the retention to some slight extent of the 
common employment or fellow-servant doctrine in restricting 
the possibility of an action against an employer by an employee 
injured at work. This remains a social problem of some size 
since, although all jurisdictions in the United States now have 
workmen’s compensation statutes which exclude all possi- 
bility of a common-law action when the statute is applicable, 
these statutes do not apply to some important groups of 
employees. The British solution of this problem has 
undoubtedly been more thorough. 


Strict liability 


Modern notions of strict liability, introduced into English 
law by Rylands v. Fletcher (1868), L.R. 3 H.L. 330, were at 
first received in lukewarm fashion by American courts. 
A few states followed Rylands v. Fletcher but more rejected it, 
under the influence of a rampant theory of no liability without 
fault which was well suited to the needs of the entrepreneur 
section of a swiftly developing industrial society. The passage 
of time has brought an awareness of subtler varieties of social 
fault and, now, most states either apply the Rylands v. Fletcher 
principle or, more frequently, reach roughly the same results 
by doctrines of strict liability for extra-hazardous or ultra- 
hazardous activities. Indeed, it may be suggested here that 
the American “ extra-hazardous activity’ approach is 
preferable to the English Rylands v. Fletcher principle, which 
is unhappily rigid in its detailed requirements of 
“ accumulation” and “ escape.” 

Injuries to plaintiffs upon the defendant’s premises are 
still tightly governed in most American states by the invitee- 
licensee-trespasser frameworks. Nowhere is there legislation 
comparable with the Occupiers’ Liability Act, 1957. So many 
subtle distinctions have been taken in this branch of the law 
by American courts that the common law has been refined 
to the point of obscurity. Some states (notably New Jersey) 
have contrived by judicial activity to escape to a large extent 
from the old trinity of categories, but in most jurisdictions 
legislation is badly needed in this area. 


Libel and slander 


The torts of libel and slander in the United States are 
strikingly similar to the English picture before the passage 
of the Defamation Act, 1952. Great inconsistency remains 
between the states as to whether defamation by radio and 
television should be treated as slander or libel. Strict 
liability remains and so does the distinction, once familiar in 
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England, between slanders on a man in the way of his occupa- 
tion and those which may only incidentally affect his reputation 
in his occupation (it was not actionable per se in one American 
case to say of an attorney that he was a “ bum in a gin mill ’’). 


An American development, however, that must be of great 
interest to British lawyers is the comparatively flourishing 
state of the torts of the intentional infliction of mental or 
emotional disturbance and of invasion of privacy. There is 
a long line of American cases holding common carriers liable 
to passengers and even prospective passengers for insulting 
behaviour and this has been extended to defendants who 
occupy a variety of premises to which the general public are 
admitted. Savage methods of debt collecting have been held 
actionable under this head as well as the misguided practical 
joke of the Wilkinson v. Downton [1897] 2 Q.B. 57, type. 
The line must, of course, be carefully drawn here to discourage 
frivolous actions based upon trivial incidents. This the 
American courts have done successfully by requiring that 
the conduct complained of must be of an extreme or flagrant 
nature before redress will be given. It is not, for example, 
actionable to wound a woman’s sensibilities by inviting her 
to illicit intercourse. The amended American Restatement 
of the Law of Torts now recognises as a separate tort the 
intentional causing of severe emotional distress. 


Invasion of privacy 


The growth of the tort of invasion of privacy is a singular 
example of the influence of academic literature. It is generally 
admitted to stem from an article in the Harvard Law Review 
of 1890 by Warren and Brandeis, and by now the tort is 
clearly recognised in about half of the American jurisdictions. 
Prosser, a leading American text writer on torts, suggests 
that the tort may be seen to have four aspects: (1) an 
intrusion on the plaintiff's physical solitude or seclusion, 
(2) publicity which violates the ordinary decencies, (3) putting 
the plaintiff in a false position in the public eye, and (4) the 
appropriation of some element of the plaintiff's personality 
to a commercial use. So in 1956 the Ohio Supreme Court 
gave $2,000 damages to debtors whose creditor had harassed 
them with phone calls and informed their employers and 
landlord of the debt. But in 1958 the Federal Court of 
Appeals for the Third Circuit, by a four to three decision, 
denied recovery to the widow and children of a man who had 
been beaten to death by a teenage gang, in an action against 
a magazine which had published an account of the matter 
including a photograph of the widow. The balance of public 
and private interest is a delicate one here but the American 
courts have been infinitely bolder than their English 
counterparts in combating modern techniques for giving 
unsought publicity with the threat of damages. 


Family relations 


An area of the English law of torts which has been much 
under attack recently is that body of rules governing the 
impact of the marital status upon tort actions (see Law 
Reform Committee, Ninth Report : Cmnd. 1268). American 
law in this field is for the most part just as archaic as the 
English picture. Most jurisdictions continue to refuse an 
action between the spouses for personal injuries. Some states 
have extended this to the refusal of an action in tort between 
parents and minor children. However, the wife’s power to 
sue the husband for a tort affecting her property is generally 
available also to the husband for a similar action against his 
wife. Unlike England, the wife in America is generally not 
permitted to sue after marriage for a pre-nuptial tort. But 
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about one-third of the states have by judicial action quite 
overturned the old arguments and permit actions between 
husband and wife even for personal injuries. 

Possible actions for interference with family relations are 
more numerous in the United States than in England. The 
tort action for “criminal conversation’’ or adultery is 
available to the husband in nearly all jurisdictions as well as 
the broader action of enticement and a form of action generally 
known as “ alienation of affections."’ For this last action 
it is only necessary to prove conduct by the defendant which 
has led to a diminution of the conjugal attitude of affection 
in the wife evidenced by some actual behaviour on her part. 
All these forms of action are generally available also to the 
wife. An action is available to a parent for the seduction of 
a daughter. The ancient requirement of a “ loss of services ’ 
here has been reduced to a minimum and in some states has 
been dispensed with altogether. In many states a broader 
action exists, quite divorced from the notion of “ services,” 
by which a parent may sue for the deprivation of a child’s 
society, and in a few states a right of action has been recognised 
in a child for alienation of the parent’s affections. American 
courts are thus ready to recognise a wide range of relational 
interests as being worthy of protection. 

Where members of the family receive personal injuries the 
rights of other members are broadly the same in the United 
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States as in England, but in a few states the husband's right 
of action for loss of his wife’s consortium has been held to 
have been abolished by the statutes emancipating married 
women. In most states no right of action in the wife for 
loss of consortium has been recognised, so that Best v. Samuel 
Fox & Co. [1951] 2 K.B. 639, has been paralleled in the 
United States, but in recent years a few courts have rejected 
this view and have allowed a similar action to the wife. 

No general appraisal of the law of torts in the United 
States could be adequate without paying tribute to the 
excellence and influence of American academic legal writing. 
American law teachers and law schools have produced in the 
field of torts a number of excellent text-books (among which 
it is proper to mention Prosser on Torts and Harper and 
James on Torts as contributions that will be of enduring 
importance), a host of splendid case books, and a vast amount 
of periodical literature. This American writing on torts is 
characterised by a perpetual concern for policy aspects of 
the law and penetrating analyses of the social and economic 
consequences of the law. This body of continuing, perceptive 
literature has had a great influence on the American Judiciary. 
Too often it seems not to have reached or impressed legislative 
bodies and, without doubt, the most regrettable feature of 
the American system of private law is the legislative inertia 
that mars so stimulating a legal climate. 


ESTOPPEL PER REM JUDICATAM 


THE principles of law governing estoppel per rem judicatam 
inter partes are generally stated in the form derived from the 
words of De Grey, C.J., in the Duchess of Kingston’s case 
(1776), 1 Leach C.C. 146; 20 St. Tn. 355; 1 East P.C. 468, 
and quoted by Lord Selbourne, L.C., in R. v. Hutchings 
(1881), 6 O.B.D. 300, at p. 304, viz 


“The judgment of a court of concurrent 
jurisdiction, directly upon the px 
same matter between the parties coming incidentally 
in question in another court for a different purpose. But 
neither the judgment of a concurrent or exclusive jurisdiction 
is evidence of any matter which came collaterally in question, 
though within their jurisdiction ; nor of any matter incidentally 
cognisable, nor of any matter to be inferred by argument 
from the judgment ” (si 


or of exclusive) 
int, is conclusive upon the 


same 


Other authorities have added the requirement that there must 


be a lis inter partes for the judgment to proceed on, and that 
the court must be a court “‘ of competent jurisdiction that 
has seisin of the case for the purpose of reaching a final decision 
inter partes’ 
[1932] 2 K.B 


(see Inland Revenue Commissioners v. 
362, at p. 380 


Sneath 


Rating and taxation cases 


In Society of Medical Officers of Health v. Hope [1960] 
A.C. 551, Lord Radcliffe said that the words used in the 
judgments above referred to might be plain, but they involved 
several distinctions which were far from clear. 
direct, and what collateral or incidental? By what test 
was the matter the same or different? When were the parties 
the same and what were the determining marks of a party or a 
lis? It was not possible to discuss the point at issue in 
the case in terms of those general phrases, but one thing was 
certain: in rating and taxation cases there was high and 
frequent authority for the proposition that it was not in the 
nature of a decision given on one rate or tax that it should 


What was 


settle anything more than the bare issue of that one liability, 
and, consequently, it could not constitute an estoppel when 
a new issue of liability to a succeeding year’s rate or tax 
came up for adjudication. 

A tribunal considering a rating or income tax assessment 
might have to take account of, and form its own opinion on, 
questions of general law, but the view adopted with regad 
to them was incidental to its only direct function, that of 
fixing the assessment. For that limited purpose it was a 
court with a jurisdiction competent to produce a final decision 
between the parties before it; but it was not a court of 
competent jurisdiction to decide general questions of law with 
that finality which was needed to set up an estoppel. 

In that case a hereditament occupied by the society was 
held by a local valuation court on appeal in 1951 to be exempt 
from rating under the Scientific Societies Act, 1843, and there 
was no appeal by the valuation officer against that decision. 
In the new quinquennial valuation list which came into force 
in 1956 the hereditament was assessed as rateable. On an 
appeal to the local valuation court arising out of the society’s 
proposal for the alteration of the list by showing the heredita- 
ment as exempt, the valuation officer did not contend that any 
alteration had been made in the constitution of the society 
since 1951, and did not suggest that the society carried 
on activities which it did not then carry on. The society 
contended that the issue of exemption was res judicata as 
between the parties by virtue of the decision of 1951; but the 
House of Lords, affirming the decision of the Court of Appeal, 
held that no estoppel arose. Lord Keith said that a public 
officer, such as the respondent valuation officer, could not be 
estopped from carrying out his duties under statute, viz., 
the recurrent duty of periodically bringing into existence 
a valuation list. 
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FOR SALE BY AUCTION 
(unless previously sold) by 


EDWARD ERDMAN & CO. 


At the LONDON AUCTION MART, 155 Queen Victoria London, E.C.4. 
ON TUESDAY, 5TH DECEMBER, 1961, AT 3 ; PM. 


FREEHOLD SHOP SITES 


7-8 HIGH STREET, GRAVESEND 
Frontage Approx, 28 ft. 
179 HIGH STREET, BECKENHAM 55-57 FISHERTON STREET, SALISBURY 
F 
SOLD PRIOR TO AUCTION i ee a FOX. 


FREEHOLD INVESTMENTS 


309-311 BLACKFEN ROAD, SIDCUP 
Garage, Filling Station and Car Showroom. Fron approx. 56 ft. Total depth approx. 150 ft. 
Let to 1968 at low rental A ae 
Joint Auctioneers: R. W. INNISS & CO., Downe House, 287 High Street, Orpington, Kent—Orpington 21076 


22-23 SURREY STREET, CROYDON 25 TAVERN STREET, IPSWICH 
Important Shop Premises Multiple Shop Premises 
Tenants: GOODWORTHS LTD. Tenants: RELAY CIRCUITS LTD. 
A subsidiary of LONDON GROCERS LTD. A subsidiary of the RANK ORGANISATION 
Producing £400 per annum (Reversion 1978) Producing £3,000 per annum 


11 GREAT SQUARE, BRAINTREE 1074-1084 UXBRIDGE ROAD, HAYES 
Site with Redevelopment Potential Imposing Shop Premises 
Total area approximately 8,675 sq. ft. Tenants include LLOYDS BANK LTD. 
Let at very low rental of £1,000 per annnm Producing £1,130 per annum. Reversions 1975 and 1978 


MULTIPLE SHOP PREMISES 


118 ST. MARY’S ROAD, GARSTON, LIVERPOOL 
Available with Vacant Possession of Shop. Next to BOOTS CASH CHEMISTS. Frontage approximately 16 ft. 


Particulars from the Auctioneers: 
EDWARD ERDMAN & CO., 6 GROSVENOR STREET, W.1. MAYFAIR 8191 


38 ft. 
rket and Shops 

















R.U.K.B.A 


The Royal United Kingdom Beneficent Association 
(For the support of gentiefolk in need) 


PATRON: HER MAJESTY QUEEN ELIZABETH THE QUEEN MOTHER 


The poverty and loneliness of so many of our old people is an urgent national problem. It is a 
specially distressing problem in the case of gentlefolk who have known better days but who now, 
through no fault of their own, face old age and growing infirmity in need and loneliness. So many of 
them have neither friends nor relations to care for them. 


To more than 3,650 of these ladies and gentlemen R.U.K.B. A. is now holding out a helping hand. 
By means of annuities, grants for special expenses in times of illness or difficulty, free clothing and 
Homes accommodation, R. U. K. B. A. is a friend to those who, in their poverty and distress, so sadly 
need that friendship. 


Subscriptions and Bequests are urgently needed to enable R.U.K.B.A. to increase the 
help it is giving and to extend that help te many others who now look to the future with 


anxiety and fear. 
The General Secretary, 
R.U.K.B.A. P.O. Box 55, 
13 Bedford Street, London, W.C.2. 
(Tel.: Temple Bar 2575) 
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Today’s best value in 


heavy gauge ST E E L 


SHELVING 
|| £3150 


DELIVERED FREE / 
SATISFACTION 
GUARANTEED OR 
EQUIPMENT REPLACED Brand new—Manufactured in 
our works. 
Shelves adjustable every inch. 
Heavy gauge shelves will carry 
400 Ib. distributed weight each. 
Stove enamelled dark green. 
6 shelves per bay — Extra 
shelves 8/- each. 
Quantity discounts. 
Free Delivery in England, 
Scotland and Wales. 


Unassembled, 
ready for 
erection 


THE ONLY HEAVY GAUGE 
SHELVING AT THIS PRICE 


Other Sizes available * Also available in white at £5 per bay. 
S.J. Wing HEYWOOD, 
N. CG. BROWN LTD. LANCS, Tel: 69018 (6 lines) 
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Famon: Lord Chiefs Serie: (No. 4) 


}IR HENRY POLLEXFEN (1632-1691) 

« barrister, Inner Temple: crown prosecutor against 

3 Monmouth’s followers, 1685: attorney-general, 1689: 
chief-justice of the common pleas 1689-1691. 


One of the many eminent judges who banked with 


ex 
SCHILD & CO. 
ONE FLEET STREET, E.C.4 
A branch of Glyn, Mills & Co. 67, Lombard Street, E.C.3 


RATATAT vns.erenecenecn 











SIR WINSTON C CHURCHILL URGES YOU TO 


HELP 30,000 LIMBLESS 
EX-SERVICEMEN 








Many of the 30,000 British Limbless ex-servicemen are com- 
pletely unable to help themselves. All are gravely handicapped 
but none need lose hope, provided they are given help in 
conquering their disability. More money is urgently needed to 
acquire, maintain and equip homes in which they can be given 
a period of convalescence or care and comfort in their old age. 


Donations or legacies should be made to :— 
Major the Ear! of Ancaster, T.D.. CHAIRMAN OF APPEAL (S.J. 50 
Midiand Bank Limited, 89 Charterhouse Street, E.C./ 














BRITISH LIMBLESS EX-SERVIGEMEN'’S ASSOCIATION 


(Registered in accordance with the National Assistance Act, 1948) 
8.L.E.S.M.A. IS NOT AIDED BY THE STATE 
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Patron : H.M. The Queen 


WILLS AND BEQUESTS 


Please remember the RNMDSF 

ministering to the needs of shipwrecked, 

sick, disabled, retired and sea-going 

fishermen, their wives, widows and 
children. 


ROYAL NATIONAL MISSION 
10 DEEP SEA FISHERMEN 


NOTTINGHAM PLACE, LONDON, W.| 


Chairman: Sir William S$. Duthie, O.B.E., M.-P. 
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In the earlier rating case of Broken Hill Proprietary Co., 
Lid. v. Broken Hill Municipal Council [1926] A.C. 94, 


Lord Carson said, at p. 100 :— 


‘ The decision of the High Court related to a valuation and 

a liability to a tax in a previous year, and no doubt as regards 

that year the decision could not be disputed. The present 

case relates to a new decision, viz., the valuation for a different 

year and the liability for that year. It is not eadem quaestio, 

and therefore the principle of res judicata cannot apply.” 
Similarly, in Inland Revenue Commissioners v. Sneath, supra, 
it was held that a decision of the Special Commissioners 
on an appeal as to the assessment of tax is final and con- 
clusive between the parties only in relation to the assessment 
for the particular year for which it is made, and cannot be 
treated as an estoppel binding on the same party for all 
years. 

Recent decisions 

An additional assessment to income tax may be followed 
by a further additional assessment, if the inspector of taxes 
makes a subsequent “ discovery "’ within s. 41 of the Income 
Tax Act, 1952. In that event, a decision of an appeal tribunal 
regarding the first assessment does not operate as an estoppel 
in the case of an appeal again the second assessment, although 
both assessments relate to the same year. In Cansick 
(Murphy's Executors) v. Hochstrasser [1961] T.R. 23, the 
deceased was assessed for the four years 1945-46 to 1948-49 in 
the amounts of £749, £965, £715 and £344 respectively. In 
November, 1948, additional first assessments were made upon 
him in respect of 1945-46 to 1947-48 in the amount of {50 
for each year, but on appeal to the Special Commissioners 
these additional assessments were discharged. In 1955 
further additional assessments were made in respect of 
1945-46 to 1948-49 in the sums of £500, £500, £300 and £300. 
The deceased appealed against these assessments to the 
General Commissioners, who varied them, namely, for 1945-46 
to nil; for 1946-47 to £1,000; for 1947-48 to £1,000 and 
for 1948-49 to £500. The deceased died in 1956. On 
appeal by way of case stated it was contended on behalf of 
the appellant (i) that in respect of 1945-46, 1946-47 and 
1947-48 there was no power to make the further additional 
assessments under appeal, as additional assessments were 
made in 1948 ; and (ii) that in respect of 1946-47 and 1947-48 
the income in question was finally determined as the result 
of the appeal against the original additional assessments, 
and that that decision could not be varied by any further 
assessment or by any further decision of the General 
Commissioners. 

Buckley, J., said that the first point turned upon the 
construction of what is now s. 41 of the 1952 Act. It was 
argued that the statutory language was only appropriate to 
apply to one additional first assessment in respect of any 
one year of charge under any one Schedule, but it seemed to 
his lordship that the words “if the surveyor discovers ”’ in 
subs. (1) were perfectly capable of extending to more than 
one discovery in respect of one year and in respect of one 
Schedule, as the later words “ in every such case ”’ indicated 
that the section was intended to operate if and whenever 
the surveyor made a discovery. The second point turned upon 
the terms of what is now s. 50 (2) of the Act (which provides 
that an appeal, once determined by the Commissioners, is to 
be final, and that neither the determination of the Com- 
missioners nor the assessment made by them is to be altered 
except by order of the court upon a case stated). On that 
point it was argued that the function of the Special Com- 
missioners when considering the appeals against the first 
additional assessments was to determine the amount of the 
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taxpayer's chargeable income under Sched. D for each of the 
two years 1946-47 and 1947-48 ; and that by discharging the 
two additional assessments relating to those years the Com- 
missioners determined the taxpayer's income for those years 
and, in the terms of the subsection, their decision was final 
and was not to be altered. 

Buckley, J., said that the decision of the Special Com- 
missioners was one which could not have been challenged 
with regard to the particular subject with which they were 
concerned; that is, whether the additional assessment of 
£50 in respect of each of the years 1945-46 to 1947-48 was 
justified or not upon the facts as then known to them; but 
it was a conclusion on that matter and that matter only. 
Since then further matters had come to the notice and atten- 
tion of the inspector. He had seen further accounts of the 
taxpayer’s business and there had been a further discussion 
of the position with the taxpayer’s accountant. On those 
new facts it was open to the General Commissioners to make 
a further additional assessment in respect of the years in 
question. 

A trust for charity 


In Caffoor and Others v. Income Tax Commissioner, Colombo 
{1961} 2 W.L.R. 794; p. 383, ante, the whole of the income 
under a trust established by the grantor was, for the purposes 
of the case, to be treated as if appropriated for the “ education, 
instruction or training . . . of deserving youths of the Islamic 
faith in such professions, vocations, occupations . . ."’ as a 
board, set up under the trust deed, might in its discretion 
decide. Under the provisions of the deed, so long as there 
were male descendants in either the male or female line of the 
grantor, or of any of his brothers or sisters, for whose education 
the board was prepared to provide or reserve money on the 
ground that they qualified as deserving youths of the Islamic 
faith, no other youth of that faith could obtain any benefit 
under the trust. In 1954, on an appeal by the trustees to the 
Board of Review constituted under the Ceylon Income Tax 
Ordinance (c. 188, Legislative Enactments of Ceylon, 1933) 
against assessment to tax of the trust income for the year 
1949-50, the Board of Review exempted the income from tax 
on the ground that the trust was of a public character and 
established solely for charitable purposes within the meaning 
of s. 7 (1) (c) of the Ordinance. 

Assessments to income tax were later made on the trust 
income for the five years 1950-51 to 1954-55, and an appeal 
was again allowed by the Board of Review. The Supreme 
Court of Ceylon reversed that decision, and the trustees 
appealed to the Privy Council. They contended that as 
between themselves and the respondent the question of the 
entitlement of the trust income to exemption from tax had 
been conclusively decided by the Board of Review in 1954, 
and that that decision set up an estoppel per rem judicatam. 
The appeal failed, Lord Radcliffe saying that, in matters of 
recurring annual tax, a decision on appeal with regard to 
one year’s assessment did not deal with eadem quaestio as 
that which arose in respect of an assessment for another year, 
and consequently did not set up an estoppel. Although 
educational purposes were charitable purposes, no trust 
under which the beneficiaries were defined by reference to 
a purely personal relationship with a named propositus could 
be a valid gift. The consideration of questions of law or 
construction for the purpose of reaching the decision were, 
however, collateral or incidental to the determination of the 
main issue, which was the assessment of the trust income to 
tax for the years 1950-51 to 1954-55 and the liability for those 
years. 
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A case not followed 


In appeals against rating and income tax assessments much 
reliance has been placed in the past on the decision of the 
Privy Council in Hoystead v. Taxation Commissioner (1926) 
A.C. 155 (see, for example, Hood Barrs v. Inland Revenue 
Commissioners (1960), 53 R. & I.T. 284). In the Hoystead 
case an assessment to federal land tax in Australia for the 
year 1918-19 had been the subject of an appeal, and a case 
was stated for the opinion of the High Court on a point of 
law that determined the assessment, viz., the correct inter- 
pretation of the taxing statute with regard to joint interests in 
land taken by the assessees under their father’s will. There 
was a later appeal in respect of the assessment for the year 
1920-21 ; and the question that was brought to the Privy 
Council was whether the Commissioner of Taxation was 
estopped in the matter of that assessment by the judgment that 
had been delivered by the High Court in the earlier pro- 
ceedings. It was decided that he was. Unfortunately, 
however, the argument that the determination of an assess- 
ment for one year could not set up an estoppel on an assess- 
ment for another year (an argument that was accepted by the 
Privy Council at almost the same time in the Broken Hill 
case, supra) does not appear either to have been presented 
to the Board or to have been noticed or adjudicated on in the 
opinion of the Board, which was delivered by Lord Shaw, 
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although there was a passing reference to the point of eadem 
quaestio in the majority judgment of the High Court (in 
Australia) which was reversed on the appeal. In the result, 
the attention of the Board in delivering its opinion was wholly 
occupied with a discussion of what is quite a different issue in 
connection with estoppel, namely, whether there can in 
law be estoppel per rem judicatam in respect of an issue of 
law which, though fundamental to the issue, has been conceded 
and not argued in an earlier proceeding. 

In the Caffoor case their lordships were of opinion that it 
was impossible for them to treat Hoystead’s case as consti- 
tuting a legal authority on the question of estoppels in respect 
of successive years of tax assessment. So to treat it would 
bring it into direct conflict with the contemporaneous decision 
in the Broken Hill case; and to follow it would involve 
preferring a decision in which the particular point was either 
assumed without argument or not noticed, to a decision, in 
itself consistent with much other authority, in which the 
point was explicitly raised and explicitly determined. In 
Society of Medical Officers of Health v. Hope, supra, the decision 
in Hoystead’s case was also subjected to criticism, and it 
would now appear that the prospects of raising successfully 
a plea of estoppel per rem judicatam in a rating or taxation 
case are somewhat sadly diminished. 

K. B. Epwarps 


HERE AND THERE 


WELL TYPED 

AMERICA is not only the land of liberty, it is also the land of 
versatility. It is not only the land of free men ; it is also the 
land of free women. The English, by contrast, love, above 
everthing else, a classification which fixes today, tomorrow 
and for ever the people with whom they have to deal. The 
individual who steps out of line puzzles and irritates them. 
In England if a man is different from his neighbours it is 
wiser for him not to show it, or his personality will be the 
subject of the most sinister interpretations. Even villainy 
will be rewarded with a sort of tolerant affection so long as it 
can be familiarly typed. On this obsession with the 
intelligibly classifiable rests the popularity of the “ kitchen 
sink” school of drama and the “ crime is so jolly’ line in 
musicals. Like Nature in Tennyson’s “In Memoriam,” the 
English are careful of the type and careless of the single life 
to the point of active dislike, if it cannot be type-cast. 
America, of course, has its conventions and its conventional 
people, but it is not a mortal sin for the individual to be 
individualistic or to have two individualities for a change. 


PERMISSIBLE VARIETY 


As an utmost and ultimate concession to variety the English 
will allow a limited but predictable association of different 
characteristics in the same way that fish and chips (the 
marriage of the earth apple with the denizens of the deep) is 
nationally blessed, improbable though their union is. The 
outer wrapping of newsprint consecrates and sanctifies it. 
In the same way, it is not only permissible, but has hitherto 
been almost expected, that a High Court judge should be a 
country gentleman. Rare is the judge who does not assume 
a certain authoritative familiarity with farming, or anyhow 
with country ways. But that is about the limit. In America 
the Judiciary are allowed a far wider scope in the matter of 


antecedent activities. In the first place, the United States 
having many of the characteristics of a matriarchy, the 
Americans do not feel about women lawyers, as the English 
in their hearts still do, that the surprising thing is not so 
much to find them in successful practice as to find that they 
are in practice at all. The Americans therefore are more 
ready than are the English to accept women as judges. 


BEAUTY AND THE BENCH 
But suppose that a change of attitude were to bring about 
the acceptance of women judges as a normal professional 
phenomenon in England. We would still, I suspect, expect 
her to exhibit all the traditional characteristics of her 
masculine counterpart. Suppose in England a young lady 
in her twenties attained a judgeship and in the consequent 
‘““Who’s Who ” record of her career the public were informed 
that in 1952 she had won a beauty competition as ‘“ Miss 
Norfolk Broads,”’ in 1953 another as “ Miss Worcestershire 
Sauce,” in 1954 another as “ Miss Isle of Man,” and finally in 
1955 had been voted “‘ Miss College Dream Girl.”” Somehow 
one feels that the English would consider that the unwritten 
law of classifications had been rather sensationally broken. 
Yet there is no law of nature that a beautiful girl cannot be a 
clever girl too. In the world as now constituted, to be a 
“ Beauty Queen” is as much a recognised career as to be a 
secretary, and money earned that way will pay for a legal 
education just as surely as money won on the football pools 
or the racecourse. And if the lawyer so educated is able and 
honest why should her subsequent career be hamstrung ? 
All the same, the English mind has to make a conscious effort 
of adjustment to admit that there is no a priori reason at all. 
In England the practical obstacle would still be the English 
way of looking at life. But in America, as I said, they look 
at life differently, and in fact a former ‘‘ Miss Idaho”’ and 
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He may not have the touch of a master, but 
his achievement is probably as great—he 
is a Spastic. The muscle-controlling part 
of his brain was damaged at birth, and he 
had to be taught with patience, care and 
affection how to use his limbs. 

The National Spastics Society has 
announced a £2 million endowment for the 
world’s first Child Health Research Unit 
under the Prince Philip Professor of 
Paediatric Research. 

Will you help us in this work, and remember 
the Society when advising your clients on 
charitable legacies. 


Loving care costs money 


CHRISTMAS 


You can help him and thousands like him 
by choosing your Christmas cards from the 
wide variety produced by the National Spastics 
Society—some of them printed by spastics. 


ait % 


pat Spastics need the help of Solicitors now! 


“Aste 


THE NATIONAL SPASTICS SOCIETY, 12 Park Crescent, London, W.I. MUSeum 5020 


Please mention ‘‘ Tue Sovicrrors’ JouRNAL ” when replying to Advertisements 





‘ The Solicitors’ Journal” 
Friday, November 24, 1961 


“ Miss College Dream Girl” is now a judge in Idaho, gravely 
adjudicating in court beneath the Stars and Stripes and the 
portrait of Abraham Lincoln. But even in free America there 
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are inhibitions. The lovely and learned judge admits and 
regrets that bikinis are out of her life for ever. 
RicHARD Rot 


CORRESPONDENCE 


[The views expressed by our correspondents are not necessarily those of “ The Solicitors’ Journal ”] 


Covenants for Title and Registered Conveyancing 


Sir,—I was most interested to read the article with regard to 
Covenants for Title—IV, in your issue of 22nd September 
(p. 800), especially the suggestion that Professor Potter’s proviso 
or a variation of it should find its place in our Land Registry 
Forms of Transfer. 

I consider this suggestion most interesting especially as I think 
that overriding interests constitute the main difficulty to the 
whole Land Registry system. 


It occurs to me, however, that it would not be of value to put 
the proviso in the transfer because the vendor’s solicitor would 
object to it, and therefore there would have to be a specific 
clause inserted in the contract as well. It is unlikely in the 
seller’s market of today that such a clause would be accepted. 


N. E. OsBorn. 
London, N.3. 


Our contributor writes: I think that Mr. Osborn makes a 
very good practical point. It is arguable that the purchaser, 
being entitled to have the vendor enter in the transfer into the 
covenants for title appropriate to the capacity in which the 
vendor contracted to sell, can simply choose whether such 
covenants are to be expressly (by Potter’s proviso) or impliedly 
(by s. 76) incorporated. After all, choice of form is the purchaser’s 
privilege and, since the difference between express and implied 
incorporation is not one of substance, the vendor should not be 
entitled to object. 


However, as Mr. Osborn obviously appreciates, it can also be 
argued that Potter’s proviso does not simply incorporate the 
covenants for title but extends them. If this is so (as it is on 
the face of it) then the vendor is, as he says, entitled to object 
in the absence of contract provision. 

In view of the seller’s market consideration mentioned, I think 
that the only answer to the particular point is for an appropriate 
provision to make an appearance in the standard general 
conditions of sale. But, as I indicated in the articles, my view 
is that the whole subject of the implied covenants for title is 
quite unsatisfactory and requires radical revision. ]} 


Practical Estate Duty 


Sir,—I have read with interest Mr. Philip Lawton’s article 
entitled “‘ Practical Estate Duty—\V”’ published on p. 924 of 
your issue of 3rd November, and particularly that part of the 
article sub-titled “The windfall.’’ JI notice, however, that 
Mr. Lawton does not mention the position where the value of the 
property has been agreed with the district valuer. I understand 
that where this has been done and duty paid on the basis of the 
value reported by the district valuer to the Estate Duty Office 
it is the practice of the Estate Duty Office to close the file when 
the certificate of discharge has been granted and not to re-open it, 
even though the property is subsequently sold at a higher figure 

Can Mr. Lawton comment on this ? 

C. E. Jessop. 

Cheltenham. 


[Mr. Lawton wriies : This is undoubtedly the practice, but a 
certificate of discharge is not granted (except in very exceptional 
circumstances) until two years have passed from the date of 
death, and my article was primarily concerned with sales during 
that period.]} 


“ After-Sales Service ” in Conveyancing 


Sir,—I was most delighted to read the article entitled as above, 
by H.L.M., in last week’s issue (p. 962), I believe that such an 
article does a real service. It certainly put me in a good mood 
for the rest of the day because I realised that the problems which 
beset me are the same as those experienced by the whole of th« 
profession from top to bottom. 

It was most interesting to read that H.L.M. had given up 
litigation. I have been trying to do this for years but have only 
really managed to dig in my toes lately since my valuable 
managing clerk, who did the court work, has passed away. What 
is the future of litigation, I do not know. It tends to be very 
worrying, to be conducted on behalf of people determined to 
make mountains out of mole-hills, and to be a complete waste 
of time. 

FRANK STIMPSON. 

London, S.E.23. 


“THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL,” 23rd NOVEMBER, 1861 


On 23rd November, 1861, during the American Civil War, 
Tue Soticitors’ JOURNAL drew attention to the complications 
of international law in connection with American vessels coming 
into our ports: ‘‘ A Federal ship of war, The James Badger, on 
12th November left Southampton, for the purpose of intercepting 
a merchant vessel, which had been loading at Liverpool with 
military stores for a Confederate port. Acting upon this 
acquiescence of our Government in the advent of a belligerent 
vessel, a Confederate man of war, The Nashville, has still more 
recently entered the port of Southampton, where it lies at present, 
after having just burned on the high seas a Federal States 
merchantman, The Harvey Birch, the cargo and crew of which 
The Nashville took on board and conveyed into Southampton. 
The captain of The Nashville, who represents himself to be a 
commissioned officer of the Confederate Government, considered 
himself warranted in destroying The Harvey Birch, by way of 
reprisal, for the invasion of Southern territory by the Northerns, 


and their devastation of Southern property. The relative rights 
of these belligerents we do not . . . mean to discuss. But we 
wish to direct our readers’ attention to the international conse- 
quences that may result from these belligerent visits. If no 
special proclamation had been issued by our Government 

the duty of our Executive would be strictly to prohibit all warlike 
vessels . . . from entering any of our ports. . But the 
proclamation . . . in the London Gazette . . . puts this matter 
out of dispute ... The relations of our Government to both 
belligerents are . . . those of strict neutrality... Itis.. 
doubtful whether our Government was justified in looking on 
while The James Badger . . . was being equipped for offensive 
purposes before their eyes. As they suffered this to proceed, 
it does not appear wonderful that the Confederate ship, 
The Nashville, expected similar treatment ... Indeed, The 
James Badger was guilty of a much greater violation of neutral 
rights than The Nashville had been.”’ 





Personal Note 


Major Witt1am Wauitexeap Hicks Beacu, solicitor, of 
London, W.C.2, and M.P. for Cheltenham since 1950, is not to 


seek re-election at the next general election because of business 
commitments, 
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REVIEWS 


A Casebook on Contract. Second Edition. By J. C. Smit, 
M.A., LL.B., of Lincoln’s Inn, Barrister-at-Law, and J. A. C. 
THomas, M.A., LL.B., of Gray’s Inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
pp. xxiv and (with Index) 528. 1961. London: Sweet & 
Maxwell, Ltd. £2 17s. 6d. net. 


In this work the authors’ aim has been to select, not so much 
“leading ’’ as discussion-provoking cases, and to present the 
student with as many different factual situations as possible. 
To this end, in addition to English decisions, they have included 
Commonwealth and American cases and extracts from textbooks 
and articles which have appeared in legal periodicals. It is true 
that many of the reports have been rigorously edited, but the 
work's ‘' discussion-provoking ’’ qualities have been increased by 
the inclusion of numerous questions and problems. The book 
secks to raise problems rather than answer them and for this 
reason it is particularly valuable to the student who is able to 
discuss the problems with a tutor. The student working alone 
may well feel that he is in greater need of a book which sets out 
to provide the answers ! 

In the present edition some of the contents have been 
re-arranged and the authors have kept their work up to date by 
the inclusion of a selection of recent decisions and the removal 
of material whose utility has diminished. No doubt it will be 
widely used, especially, we would think, in the universities. 


The Concise Encyclopaedia of Crime and Criminals. 
Edited by Sir Haroip Scort, former Chief of Scotland Yard. 
pp. 351. 1961. London: Andre Deutsch, Ltd. £2 10s. net. 
This, as the publishers state, is the most complete and up-to-date 

exposition of crime, criminals and criminology ever published in a 

single volume. It should, and most probably will, be periodically 

expanded to keep us all informed of the latest developments. 

What makes it a first-class book of reference, fit to enrich all 

criminal chambers, is the simple alphabetical arrangement of the 

subjects treated and the adequate cross-references, as well as the 
plain, accurate and sufficient accounts rendered. Besides, this is 
excellent stuff to while away a restful hour by the fireside. One is 
given authoritative information about the infamous spies, frauds, 
highwaymen and racketeers ; about the organisations set up and 
the methods used to bring them to account for their misdeeds ; 
about the invaluable scientific aid given by the experts in forensic 
medicine ; about the lawyers who have waged valiant battles 
against strong odds; about the pioneers of penal reform. Here 
are details about secret societies, such as the Mau Mau, Mafia 
and Murder Inc.; the evolution of the police forces in this 
country ; Scotland Yard and its French and American counter- 
parts; and Interpol; while the major offences are explained. 

Not the least interesting are the 96 pages of illustrations of people, 

things and scenes (the last word in the caption of plate 75 is 

obviously superfluous). Among the distinguished contributors 

are Ilan Fleming, Dame Rebecca West, Edgar Hoover, of F.B.I. 

fame, and the untiring Earl of Longford (better known as Lord 

Pakenham). The editor, Sir Harold Scott, gives the cachet to 

the whole magnificent production 


Common Sense about 
C. H. Rowpx. pp. 175. 
Ltd. 12s. 6d. net 


Crime and Punishment. By 
1961 London : Victor Gollancz, 


The object of the series of books of which this is one is modest ; 
it is simply, assuming no special knowledge on the part of the 
reader, to be intelligible and reasonably objective about each 
subject. It is well known that the author has certain definite 
views. These almost persist in breaking through, but just as we 
get to the point when a chapter is building up in a really 
constructive way the author remembers that he is required to be 
“reasonably objective, while giving a considered view,’ and 
goes on to the next. For this reason we found the book 
unsatisfactory. Its compass does not permit it to be comprehen- 
sive even if reliable statistics existed. It is not propaganda, 
though it is usually clear what conclusions the author would 
draw. We are disappointed by the shortage of constructive 
ideas, again because the author has to be objective. For example, 
he stresses the absurdities of imprisonment whereby large numbers 


of men have a very short working day and contribute little 
towards their keep. We should like to be told the implications 
in money, staff and buildings of having real work done by 
prisoners. Again, the present system of after-care is generally 
recognised to be insufficient, but we should like to know the 
precise form which it should take, particularly in view of the 
impending changes. The author has kept too faithfully to the 
terms of his charter for his book to perform more than a limited 
service, although we have no doubt that it will be of great value 
to those who come to the subject for the first time. 


The Citizen and the Administration. The redress of grievances. 
Director of Research, Sir Jon Wayatr. With a Foreword by 
the Rt. Hon. Sir Ottver Franks, G.C.M.G., K.C.B., C.B.E. 
pp. xv and 104. 1961. London: Stevens & Sons, Ltd. 
10s. 6d. net. 


This report by “‘ Justice ’’ recommends the establishment of a 
British Ombudsman, to be known by such title as Parliamentary 
Commissioner, upon which we commented at p. 915, ante. The 
inquiry, whose director of research was Sir John Whyatt, formerly 
Chief Justice of Singapore, was broadly designed to start its 
investigations where the Franks Committee left off, viz., to 
consider what reforms were required in the way of constituting 
formal machinery to deal with complaints against discretionary 
decisions and acts of maladministration. The Council on 
Tribunals was set up in 1959, following the Franks Committee’s 
recommendations, and supervises the working of tribunals to 
ensure that the principle of impartial adjudication is observed. 
The Whyatt Report includes a detailed description of the work 
of the Ombudsman of both Sweden and Denmark. It recommends 
that the powers of the Council on Tribunals should be extended 
to cover those areas of discretion where decisions are made which 
are not at present subject to appeal, and widened in other respects. 
The establishment of a general tribunal is proposed to deal with 
appeals from miscellaneous discretionary decisions which cannot 
suitably be allocated to specialised tribunals, e.g., decisions 
concerning parental choice of school, allocation of hospital beds 
and granting of import licences.There is much food for thought 
in the report, which is clearly written and makes a strong case 
in favour of its proposals. 


The Estates Gazette Digest of Land and Property Cases, 
1960. Compiled and edited by Peter Asu, M.A., of the Inner 
Temple, Barrister-at-Law. pp. xi and (with Index) 396. 
1961. London: The Estates Gazette, Ltd. {2 5s. net 


Although the section devoted to rating in this issue of the 
Estates Gazette Digest has been reduced in size owing to the 
changes made by the Rating and Valuation Act, 1961, the book 
is slightly larger than its predecessors, a circumstance attributed 
by the editor to a growing turnover in real property, yielding 
“‘ a crop of rather old-fashioned cases of great interest.’’ Sections 
covering agricultural holdings and mortgages have replaced the 
“* miscellaneous ’’ section, and other sections deal with compensa- 
tion and compulsory purchase, estate agency and auctioneering, 
iandlord and tenant, the Landlord and Tenant Act, 1954, Pt. II, 
the Law of Property Act, 1925, s. 84, planning, the Rent Acts, 
and vendor and purchaser. The price remains the same as last 
year. 


The Finance of Small and Medium-sized Businesses. 
A Comparative Study. pp. 121. 1961. Prepared by the 
Research Services of C. D. International (U.K. Research 
Office), Ltd., London; C.I.D. Planning Institute, Ltd., 
Winnipeg. Published for private circulation. 


This book gives an account of the formation, objects, organisa- 
tion and achievements of the Industrial and Commercial Finance 
Corporation, Ltd., and makes comparisons with its Canadian 


counterpart, the Industrial Development Bank. The latter, set 
up at the same time in 1945, was designed to carry out a similar 
function to that of the I.C.F.C., namely, to enable small and 
medium-sized businesses to obtain enough capital to ensure their 
growth in the long run. Those interested in this field will find 
this publication most informative. 
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NOTES OF CASES 


These notes are published by arrangement with the Council of Law Reporting. 


in respect of those marked *, full reports of the judgments, revised 


by the judges, will shortly appear in the Weekly Law Reports. A list of cases reported in today’s issue of “W.L.R.” is set out at the end of these notes. 
Case Editor: J. D. Pennincton, Esq., Barrister-at-Law 


Judicial Committee of the Privy Council 


SALE OF GOODS: BREACH OF CONTRACT: 
SELLER NOT PROTECTED BY EXEMPTION 
CLAUSE 
Boshali v. Allied Commercial Exporters, Ltd. 

Lord Hodson, Lord Guest and Lord Devlin 
14th November, 1961 

Appeal from the Federal Supreme Court of Nigeria. 

A contract, which resulted from correspondence, in March, 
1952, for the purchase by the appellant from the respondent 
of 85,000 yards of cloth of foreign origin, and in respect of 
which a sample was submitted, contained, inter alia, the 
following condition: “ For goods not of United Kingdom 
origin we cannot undertake any guarantees or admit any 
claims beyond such as are admitted by and recovered from 
the manufacturers.”” After a consignment of the goods had 
been delivered the appellant rejected the remainder on the 
ground that they did not conform to the contract, and claimed 
£3,531 8s. 11d. for its breach. The respondent counter- 
claimed for £1,666 14s. 2d. for the appellant's breach of 
contract by non-acceptance. The trial judge awarded the 
appellant substantially the damages claimed and dismissed 
the respondent’s counter-claim. On appeal the Federal 
Supreme Court of Nigeria held that the appellant had failed 
to prove breach of contract and gave judgment for the 
respondent on the counter-claim to the extent of {425 11s. 5d. 
The appellant appealed. 

Lorp GUEST, giving the judgment, said that their lordships 
agreed with both courts below that this was a sale by 
description and not by sample. The sample must, however, 
be taken into consideration as evidence of the description of 
the goods given by the seller. The goods supplied and to be 
supplied did not correspond to the description of the goods 
given in the contract and as evidenced by the sample. The 
trial judge was right in holding the respondent in breach 
of contract. The damages consisted of the loss on resale 
plus the loss of profit, totalling together £3,159 8s. 6d., less 
£900 admittedly paid to the appellant by the respondent in 
settlement of claims, and judgment would be for £2,259 8s. 6d. 
An exemption clause could only avail a party if he was 
carrying out the contract in its essential respects. A breach 
which went to the root of a contract disentitled a party from 
relying on an exemption clause (Karsales (Harrow), Ltd. v. 
Wallis [1956] 1 W.L.R. 936, at p. 940). The exemption clause 
here could not avail the respondent as the goods were 
substantially different from the contract goods. Appeal 
allowed. 

APPEARANCES: E. F. N. Gratiaen, Q.C. (Ceylon), and 
S. N. Bernstein (Rexworthy, Bonser & Simons) ; the respondent 
did not appear and was not represented. 

[Reported by Cuaries Crayton, Esq., Barrister-at-Law]) 


Court of Appeal 


INCOME TAX: TRADING LOSS CLAIM FOR 
REBATE ON PAPER TRANSACTIONS 
*Johnson v. Jewitt (Inspector of Taxes) 
Lord Evershed, M.R., Donovan and Danckwerts, L.]J. 
10th November, 1961 
Appeal from Buckley, J. 


The appellant, a solicitor, appealed from the dismissal of his 
claim under s. 341 of the Income Tax Act, 1952, to a rebate of 


tax on {1,301,692 14s. 1d., being his share of an alleged trading 
loss during the tax year ending 5th April, 1957, of nearly {3m 
shown in the accounts of a partnership firm formed by him 
with two associates in 1954. He claimed that the losses 
were incurred in the trade of dealing in stocks and shares 
and should be set off against his share of taxed income in 
the form of dividends declared in the books of a large number 
of companies owned by the partnership, which had been 
sold at the alleged loss in the relevant year. The commis 
sioners, dismissing the claim, found that throughout the 
relevant transactions the partnership had subscribed a total 
sum in cash of {63,000 and that, despite the large losses 
shown in the accounts, that sum of {63,000 had emerged 
more or less intact at the end. They concluded that no trade 
had been carried on by the partnership and that the trans 
actions giving rise to the alleged loss were not trading 
transactions so that no claim under s. 341 had been made 
good. The trial judge affirmed that conclusion. The 
appellant appealed. 

LorpD EvERSHED, M.R., said that the partnership had been 
formed with the object of what later became known as 
“ dividend-stripping '’ operations. When that was frustrated 
by the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1955, the partnership and a limited 
company, the shares in which were held by the partnership, 
embarked on a series of paper transactions. They got into 
touch with another company, with whose assistance they 
“ manufactured ’’ some seventy-nine companies, each of 
which was made to appear to have, in addition to the issued 
share capital, a reserve of £50,000. The original £50,000 had 
been provided by the partnership and revolved round and 
round in and out of the books of these various companies 
until at the end the total apparent assets were stated in 
millions of pounds, alleged dividends were paid, and in one 
account there appeared the almost comical figure of £484,000 
as reserve for income tax. At the end of the story there 
was a sale of the so-called assets to another company, also 
“manufactured ”’ for the purpose, for the sum of {10,000 
The result of the figures produced on behalf of all these 
companies was to show on paper a loss to the appellant of 
£1,301,692-odd. On the question whether in truth there 
were ever trading operations at all, his lordship agreed with 
Buckley, J., that if the only object of transactions was to 
make a large loss by negligible expenditure, it was easy to 
conclude that they lacked any genuine commercial character. 
These transactions could not be called anything but fantastic 
to the degree of impudence. His lordship only regretted 
that the engineer of this extraordinary scheme should be a 
member of the profession of solicitor. The appeal should be 

Donovan, L.J., concurring, said that the appellant had 
asked the court : What was this if it was not trade? If an 
answer had to be given, his lordship would call it a cheap 
excursion in bookkeeping fantasy, involving a gross abuse of 
the Companies Act and having as its unworthy object the 
extraction from the Exchequer of an enormous sum which 
the appellant had never paid in tax and to which he had no 
shadow of a right. 

DANCKWERTS, L.J., also concurring, said that these 
transactions were not trading but juggling with figures. The 
claim was impudent and the transactions in the result wére 
dishonest. Appeal dismissed. Leave to appeal refused. 

APPEARANCE: The appellant (Ronald Langford Johnson) 
in person; F. N. Bucher, Q.C., and Alan S. Orr (Solicitor, 
Inland Revenue). 

[Reported by Miss M. M. Hit, Barrister-at-Law] 
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HUSBAND AND WIFE: PROPERTY: 
EQUAL DIVISION OF BUSINESS 
*Landsman v. Landsman 
Sellers, Upjohn and Diplock, L.JJ. 10th November, 1961 

Appeal from Master Diamond 

The parties were married in 1934 and lived in a flat in 
London. Both the husband and the wife had contributed to 
the cost of the furniture in the flat and there was a dispute 
as to how much money each had provided. In 1940 the 
flat was bombed and became a total loss and the husband 
applied for and received {840 war damage. Later the 
husband served in the Royal Air Force while the wife worked. 
During that period she was earning good money and was 
probably better off than the husband, and on one occasion 
sent him £50. On the husband's demobilisation in 1946 he 
put the {840 war damage into a partnership with his brother : 
a limited company was formed and prospered and in due 
course the brother paid the husband in the sum of £1,400. 
The husband and the wife then started a bootmaking business 
and some of the money paid by the brother went into that. 
The wife worked in the business, thereby saving income tax, 
and so avoided the need for the husband having to support 
the home entirely. In 1958 the marriage broke up, and a 
summons under s. 17 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 
1882, was taken out to decide the interests of the parties in 
the business, then worth about £2,800. The husband claimed 
that some of the money which had gone into the partnership 
was a loan to him, but did not produce pass books or accounts 
to substantiate that claim. The master decided that the 
fair apportionment in the circumstances was that each party 
should be entitled to one-half. The husband appealed. 

Upyoun, L.]., said that one reason for the lack of evidence 
was that when arrangements of this sort were made by 
happily married couples there was no reason why the parties 
should suppose that these matters should be gone into by 
other people or by the Another reason was the 
husband's unwillingness to produce any pass books or accounts. 
That created a situation in which the master had to do what 
he could in the absence of evidence by the husband. Rimmer 
v. Rimmer {1953} 1 O.B. 63, had been cited to the master and 
to the court and it had been argued on behalf of the husband 
that the principle of an equal division should not be extended 
to cover which a_ business concerned. His 
lordship did not agree with that. Rimmer v. Rimmer, supra, 
was supported by other decisions and, in the result, he agreed 
with the decision of the master and would dismiss the appeal. 

Diptock, L.J., concurring, said that the Act of 1882 gave 
the court a wide discretion in such cases, for arrangements 
made by a husband and wife were not to be treated as if they 
were a trust or a contract. The court must put itself in the 
position of a reasonable husband and wife and try to decide 
what they themselves would done if they had been 
asked at the time when the arrangements were made and 
before any difficulties between them. The wife had 
contributed to the success of the business and in those 
circumstances an equal division was fair and what the parties 
would have agreed between 

SELLERS, L.]., agreed. 

APPEARANCES: Bernard Marder (Seifert, Sedley & Co.): 
Gavin Freeman (Gaster & Turner) : 

Reported by D. M. Goovsopy, Esq at-Law 
BASTARDY: MAINTENANCE AND ACCESS 
AGREEMENT: CHILD TAKEN TO AUSTRALIA: 

WHETHER REPUDIATION 
Bowers v. Clarke 
Lord Evershed, M.R., Donovan and Danckwerts, L.JJ. 
13th November, 1961 
Appeal from Ipswich County Court 
The father and mother of an illegitimate child entered into 
a document under seal which recited that in consideration of 


courts 


cases in was 


have 


arose 


themselves 


Barrister 
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the mother retaining custody of the child the father agreed to 
pay maintenance of the child by weekly payments of {5 on 
every Saturday, the father to be entitled to access to the 
child. Thereafter, the mother took the child to Australia, 
whereupon the father ceased to make any further payments. 
The mother claimed arrears of payments and the father 
contended that the taking of the child to Australia was such 
a breach of the agreement as to excuse him from making 
payments. Judge Southall held that the mother was in 
breach of the agreement, but that the breach did not amount 
to a repudiation excusing the father from payment. The 
father appealed. 

EVERSHED, M.R., said that the deed was drawn without 
very great thought for the father ; it was repetitive and sadly 
lacking in precision. It did not have the effect of making 
the right of access a condition precedent to the obligation to 
pay. That it was not within the contemplation of the 
draftsman that the mother would go off to Australia was 
apparent from theobligation to make payments every Saturday. 
If the mother had merely gone on holiday, then, even though 
the father’s right to access could not be enjoyed, that would 
not be of such a nature as to amount to repudiation. The judge 
had expressed the view that, since the mother had gone so 
far with no intention of returning, the father’s right had been 
rendered nugatory. The right of access was a kind of 
appendage to the agreement to be treated as an independent 
obligation, and it would not be right to hold that the conduct 
of the mother had amounted to a repudiation of the deed. 

Donovan, L.]J., said that the clause relating to access did 
not go to the root of the contract so that a breach of it would 
entitle the father to say that the mother had repudiated the 
agreement. The right of access was incidental rather than 
fundamental. 

DANCKWERTS, L.J., concurred. Appeal dismissed. 

APPEARANCES: E. W. Eveleigh, Q.C., and Michael Havers 
(Johnson, Weatherall & Sturt, for Marshall, Son & Fisk, 
Ipswich) ; John Stephenson, Q.C.,and Francis Irwin (Pennington 
& Son, for Pretty, Dawson & Butters, Ipswich). 

[Reported by G. L. Pua, Esq., Barrister-at-Law] 


LANDLORD AND TENANT: BUSINESS 

PREMISES: NOTICE TO TERMINATE 

TENANCY: SPECIFICATION OF DATE 
OF TERMINATION 


Sunrose, Ltd. v. Gould 
Holroyd Pearce, Willmer and Davies, L.] J. 
14th November, 1961 
Appeal from Lancaster county court. 


A tenant’s lease of business premises was due to expire 


on 5th May, 1961. The landlords served on the tenant a 
notice, dated 12th January, 1961, under s. 25 of the Landlord 
and Tenant Act, 1954, to terminate the tenancy. The notice 
was in the prescribed form, but the date on which the tenancy 
was to terminate was given as 15th July, 196..., the year 
being left blank. A note on the back of the notice stated : 
oni As a general rule, that notice [to terminate the 
tenancy] must be given not more than twelve nor less than 
six months before the date specified in it for the termination 
of the current tenancy of the premises . On a claim 
for possession by the landlords the county court judge held 
that, as the day and month were set out, the note on the 
back made it clear that the date could be none other than 
the July next after the date of the notice, namely, 15th July, 
1961, and that, therefore, the notice was valid, s. 25 (1) had 
been complied with and the landlords were entitled to 
possession. The tenant appealed. 

HotroypD Pearce, L.J., said that it was argued that the 
notice did not specify the date on which the tenancy was to 
determine because “ specify ’’ implied certainty and exacti- 
tude, and merely to give a fomula did not comply with the 
necessity to specify a date even though the date could be 
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ascertained from the formula. Counsel conceded that at 
common law “ notice to quit ’’ had been liberally construed 
and a formula was accepted but he contended that such a 
formula could not be applied to a particular kind of notice 
under a particular statute. In Bolton’s (House Furnishers), 
Lid. v. Oppenheim (1959) 1 W.L.R. 913, Hodson, L.J., treated 
the contents of a notice under the Landlord and Tenant 
Act, 1954, as coming under the ordinary principles of common- 
law notices to quit and was followed by Barry, J., in Barclays 
Bank, Ltd. v. Ascott [1961] 1 W.L.R. 717; p. 323, ante, with 
whose judgment his lordship agreed. The county court 
judge was right in saying that the notice was a valid document 
under the Act of 1954 and his lordship would dismiss the 


appeal. 
WILLMER and Davies, L.JJ., agreed. Appeal dismissed. 


APPEARANCES: KK. Backhouse (Kirk, Jackson & Co., 
Swinton) ; H. Heathcote-Williams, Q.C., and Gerson Newman 
(David Blank, Alexander & Co., Manchester). 


{Reported by Miss C. J. Ex.is, Barrister-at-Law) 


Queen’s Bench Division 


LANDLORD AND TENANT: RENT TRIBUNAL : 
LANDLORD WRONGLY NAMED: JURISDICTION 
OF TRIBUNAL 


R. v. Paddington and St. Marylebone Rent Tribunal ; 
ex parte Haines 


Lord Parker, C.J., Ashworth and Veale, JJ. 
24th October, 1961 
Application for certiorari. 


H let premises to A, who let a back room to C. 


C applied 
under s. 2 of the Furnished Houses (Rent Control) Act, 1946, 
to the rent tribunal for a reduction of rent and filled in the 
appropriate forms, F.R.3A and F.R.1, in which he stated that 
he was the person to whom the premises were let, and that 
the lessor was “[A,] caretaker for landlord {H].’’ The 
tribunal notified C and A of a date for the hearing. Before 
that date H, who had heard of C’s application, wrote to the 
tribunal stating: ‘‘ With reference to the application by [C] 
I have to inform you that [A] is not the caretaker of the above 
premises, as alleged, neither has he any power or rights to 
create a letting of any kind.” On that letter had been 
written, apparently by a clerk to the tribunal, the words 
“ Ratepayer per local authority, K- Wilson & Sons, Ltd. [H) 
is one of the directors.’’ The tribunal, nevertheless, notified H 
of the date of the hearing. Neither H nor A attended the 
hearing. The tribunal reduced the rent from {3 to {2 and 
notified C, K. Wilson & Sons, Ltd., and the town clerk of their 
decision. H applied for an order of certiorari to quash the 
decision of the tribunal on the ground that, as there was no 
contract on which it could act, the tribunal had no 
jurisdiction. 

Lorp PARKER, C.J., said that expenses incurred by the 
landlord in providing services, whether the landlord was the 
owner or tenant of the whole or part of the house, what 
purchase price he had paid, whether there was a mortgage, 
and what rent he paid if a lessee, were all relevant for the 
tribunal’s decision. It was said that it was sufficient to found 
jurisdiction in a tribunal that there should be a contract 
between the lessee who referred it and a lessor. That 
argument was supported by reference to Francis Jackson 
Developments, Lid. v. Hall [1951] 2 K.B. 488 (C.A.). His 
lordship entirely accepted that decision, but the position was 
quite different where not the original application but the 
validity of the decision was in question. A tribunal in 
exercising its jurisdiction to reduce a rent must find out who 
the individual landlord was and ascertain his circumstances, 
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in particular the “expenses.” Accordingly, it was not 
sufficient that there should be a contract of tenancy in existence 
but, at the time when it came to its decision, the tribunal 
must know who were the parties to the contract. The tribunal 
had no jurisdiction to make this decision and it should be 
quashed. 


AsHWorRTH and VEALE, JJ., agreed. Order of certiorari 


APPEARANCES: The applicant in person; /. R. Cumming- 
Bruce (Solicitor, Ministry of Housing and Local Government). 
(Reported by Miss J. F. Lams, Barrister-at-Law) 


RATING: REASSESSMENT: VALIDITY 


*Cox & Co. (Watford), Ltd. v. Bushey Urban 
District Council 


McNair, J. 13th November, 1961 
Action. 


Between ist January and 23rd March, 1959, the plaintiffs 
completed certain structural alterations to their factory 
premises on the Watford by-pass. On 23rd March, 1959, 
the valuation officer made a proposal, on the ground that 
“the present assessment is wrong and insuflicient,”’ whereby 
the net annual value of the premises was fixed at {18,500 
and the rateable value at £4,625. The plaintiffs claimed a 
declaration that the rate levied by the rating authority on 
the basis of that assessment should date back only to a 
date between Ist January and 23rd March, 1959, when the 
structural alterations were completed. The rating authority 
claimed that it should date back to Ist April, 1958, the first 
day of the rating period during which the proposal was 
made. The plaintiffs contended that the proposal was made 
in part “ by reason of a change in value of a hereditament 
caused by the making of structural alterations ’’ within the 
meaning of s. 42 (2) (6) of the Local Government Act, 1948 ; 
alternatively, that the defendants were estopped from 
asserting that the proposal did not reflect increases in value 
due to structural alterations, and that the proposal was of 
no effect since it did not sufficiently show the grounds on 
which it was supported. 


McNair, J., said that the plaintiffs had not been misled 
by the proposal or anything said by the valuation officer 
into believing that the proposal related in part to the altera- 
tions and that, therefore, disposed of the plea of estoppel 
It was argued on the basis of Barrett v. Gravesend Assessment 
Committee [1941] 2 K.B. 107, that the proposal must be 
deemed in law to have taken into account the increase in the 
value of the building by the completion of the alterations, 
but that case did not support such a conclusion since it was 
a decision on the duty of the assessment committee rather 
than upon the content of the proposal. The critical question 
of construction was as to the meaning of the words of the 
proposal. In R. v. Winchester Area Assessment Committee ; 
ex parte Wright [1948] 2 K.B. 455, Scott, L.J., after stating 
that the language of the proposal should be read without 
too much legal strictness, said that a proposal should make 
it clear whether an increase or decrease was being asked for, 
to which of the existing valuations in the book the proposal 
referred, and what was the ground of complaint as to the 
existing valuations, and it was sufficient to state that the 
valuation was “ insufficient or unfair.” Applying that, 
this proposal was one to increase the valuation of the factory 
premises on general grounds and not on some special ground 
such as the increase of value due to structural alterations. 
Accordingly the plaintiffs were not entitled to the relief 
sought. Judgment for the defendants. 


APPEARANCES: Patrick Browne, Q.C., and Graham Eyre 
(Lovell, White & King) ; G. D. Squibb, Q.C., and W. B. Harris 
(Lees & Co., for C. G. Everatt, Bushey). 


{Reported by Miss H. Sreinseec, Barrister-at-Law) 
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HIRE PURCHASE : DAMAGES: CAR REPOSSESSED 
AND RESOLD: DISCOUNT ON HIRE CHARGES 
Yeoman Credit, Ltd. v. McLean 


Master Jacob. 15th November, 1961 


Action. 


The plaintiffs, a finance company, repossessed a motor car 
from the defendant after she had failed to pay more than one 
of the instalments under a hire-purchase agreement made 
between them. The plaintiffs sued for arrears of hire-purchase 
payments and for damages. In default of the defendant's 
appearance, the plaintiffs had sold the car for a sum which 
was low because of the condition in which it had been returned. 
Counsel for the plaintiffs contended that in calculating 
damages the loss to the plaintiffs should include the whole of 
the hire charges which they would have received, and that 
the court should disregard entirely the recovery of part of 
the plaintiffs’ capital outlay long before the expiry of the 
period of the agreement 

MASTER JACOB said that the plaintiffs’ contention was wrong 
both in principle and on authority. The hire charges repre- 
sented the profit of the plaintiffs on their capital outlay and 
both were repayable over the period of the agreement. The 
accelerated receipt of the sum realised by the sale of the car 
reduced the amount of capital laid out by the plaintiffs and 
had the necessary effect, because they were interconnected, 
of reducing their profit. Therefore, in assessing damages, a 
reasonable for the accelerated receipt should be 
made by the court and it should deduct a sum which repre- 
sented a reasonable percentage of the amount of the capital 
received in respect of the period between the date of its 
receipt and the expiry of the hire-purchase agreement. 
Moreover, it would be difficult to imagine that the plaintiffs 
would not use in the ordinary course of their business as a 
finance company the proceeds of sale to earn further profit 
or interest. If, therefore, in assessing damages no reduction 
were to be made in the amount of their hire charges the 
plaintiffs would in effect be receiving two amounts of profit 
or interest from the amount of money. It was 
suggested that if a reduction were made there should be 
added back a sum to reflect the fact that the defendant 
would not be able to pay the amount of the judgment forth- 
with but only over a period of tim That course was 
unsound in principle. Any such damage did not flow from 
the defendant's breach of but from her inability 
to pay the judgment debt at once, and the damages ought not 
to be increased on that account. Judgment accordingly. 
John Lloyd-El 
ippear and wa 


Repor by Piers Hexsert, Esq., Barrister-at-Law 
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not re presented. 


Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division 


DIVORCE: DECREE NISI: RECONCILIATION: 
DECREE MADE ABSOLUTE THROUGH 
SOLICITORS’ INADVERTENCE: RESCISSION 
*Still v. Still 

Phillimore, J. 8th November, 1961 

Summons 
On 5th July, 1961, a wife was granted. in 
suit, a decree nisi of divorce on the ground of the husband’s 
cruelty. On 7th August, 1961, the wife wrote to her solicitors, 
telling them that a few days previously she had returned to 
five with her husband and asking them to let her have their 
account. That letter was placed on the ase file On 
10th October, 1961, the managing clerk of the wife’s solicitors, 
overlooking the wife's letter, applied for the decree to be 
made absolute. Subsequently, the mistake having been 
discovered, both parties applied jointly by summons for 


in undefended 
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rescission of both decrees and for the 
petition. 

PHILLIMORE, J., on being informed that the Queen’s 
Proctor had been communicated with by telephone and had 
intimated that he did not propose to take any action in the 
matter, said that he would grant the relief asked for in the 
summons. 

APPEARANCES: J. G. K. Sheldon (S. & Co.). 


[Reported by D. R. Exzison, Esq., Barrister-at-Law] 


dismissal of the 


HUSBAND AND WIFE: BELIEF IN 
HUSBAND’S ADULTERY: ALLEGATION 
TO BE PUT INTO WRITING 
*Hunter v. Hunter 
Lord Merriman, P., and Collingwood, | 
13th November, 1961 

Appeal from West Hartlepool justices. 

A wife, having noticed lipstick on her husband’s handker- 
chiefs and that when he went away from home in connection 
with his work he took contraceptives with him, and also 
having found a number of letters in her husband’s pockets, 
some being written to him by other women and one being a 
letter written by the husband and apparently intended for 
another woman, formed the belief that he had committed 
adultery. She thereupon ordered the husband out of the 
matrimonial home and applied to the justices for a main- 
tenance order on the ground of the husband’s desertion. 
No notice of the wife’s intention to rely upon a belief that the 
husband had committed adultery was served on him. The 
justices, finding the husband’s explanation about the letters 
to be reasonable, dismissed the wife’s complaint. She 
appealed to the Divisional Court. 

LORD MERRIMAN, P., said that where the basis of a wife’s 
case was a reasonable belief that her husband had committed 
adultery, that allegation should be formulated on paper 
before the case was heard. It was unfortunate that that was 
not done, but everybody concerned knew what the point of 
the case was. The basis of the justices’ decision, that the 
husband has given a reasonable explanation about the 
letters, ignored the evidence of the lipstick and the contra- 
ceptives, and did not really meet the case at all. The questions 
to which the justices should have addressed themselves 
were : (1) Did the wife reasonably believe that the husband 
had committed adultery? (2) Did the husband, by his 
conduct, induce that belief ? The belief must be induced 
by the husband’s conduct, as distinct from gossip or hearsay. 
(3) Was the wife actuated by that belief in directing the 
husband to leave? The justices’ order must be set aside 
and the wife’s complaint remitted for re-hearing by a fresh 
panel of justices. 

CoLLincwoop, J., concurring, said that he particularly 
desired to stress the importance, where belief in adultery was 
relied upon, for the material facts to be reduced to writing 
and served on the opposite party. 

APPEARANCES: Joseph Jackson (Crossman, Block & Co., 
for Smith & Graham, West Hartlepool); A. M. Hughes- 
Chamberlain (Sharpe, Pritchard & Co., for Webb, Batley & 
Irvine, West Hartlepool). 


{Reported by D. R. Evtison, Esq., Barrister-at-Law 


LEGAL AID: COSTS: ORDER AGAINST ASSISTED 
PERSON : COURT TO SPECIFY AMOUNT 
Vipond v. Vipond and Wilkins (Queen’s Proctor 
showing cause) 

Karminski, J. 14th November, 1961 

Queen’s Proctor’s intervention. 

In January, 1960, a husband was granted a decree nisi of 
divorce on the ground of the wife’s adultery with the co- 
respondent. The suit was undefended. In April, 1960, the 
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Founded 1805; First Royal Charter 1834; 
Supplemental Charter 1907 
The Royal Society of Medicine is the leading medical society 
in the world, and its activities cover the whole field of clinical 
medicine and surgery and the allied sciences. It provides for 
doctors and investigators throughout the country, and for 
— se pg services on which research and practice largely 


yea its library is the only really comprehen- 
= a brary in the British Isles and is of vital, national 
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The Society is registered as a charity, and it receives no 
support from public funds. 

Those who have the cause of medical research and progress 
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Just Published 
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Queen's Proctor filed a plea in the suit showing cause against 
the decree nisi, on the ground that the husband had com- 
mitted adultery in and since August, 1959. The husband 
denied the adultery alleged by the Queen’s Proctor, but 
admitted adultery beginning in September, 1960. The court 
did not find the adultery alleged by the Queen’s Proctor 
proved, and gave the husband leave to file a discretion state- 
ment in respect of his admitted adultery, exercising the 
discretion in his favour in respect of that adultery. The 
Queen’s Proctor then applied under s. 11 of the Matrimonial 
Causes Act, 1950, for an order for costs against the husband. 
As the husband was legally aided, the court was asked to 
assess the husband's liability for costs under reg. 18 (1) of 
the Legal Aid (General) Regulations, 1960, as being the whole, 
or a specified fraction, of the Queen’s Proctor’s taxed costs. 

KARMINSKI, J., said that where the court made an order 
for costs against an assisted person, the actual sum payable 
by the assisted person must be fixed. The liability could not 
be expressed in the form applied for by the Queen’s Proctor. 
The husband would be ordered to pay {40 towards the 
Queen’s Proctor’s costs. 

APPEARANCES : Brian Neill (Queen's Proctor); Brian Bush 
(R. W. Skinner & Son, Burton-upon-Trent). 

(Reported by D. R. Extison, Esq., Barrister-at-Law] 


DIVORCE: COSTS: ADULTERY WITH WOMAN 
UNKNOWN : REFUSAL TO DISCLOSE NAME 
*Berry v. Berry 
Karminski, J. 15th November, 1961 
Suit for divorce. 


A wife petitioned for divorce on the ground of the husband's 
adultery with a woman unknown, praying for the exercise 
of the court’s discretion in respect of her own adultery. The 
suit was undefended. At the first hearing, on 16th June, 
1961, an inquiry agent produced a written statement made 
by the husband, admitting adultery at two hotels in 
Birmingham, in September and December, 1960, with a 
woman whose name he refused to give. His lordship adjourned 
the hearing for further evidence, stating that he desired to 
know more of the facts relating to the husband's adultery, 
and with whom it was committed, and that he would not be 
prepared to exercise the court’s discretion on the limited 
evidence then before him. On 15th November, 1961, the 
hearing was resumed. The petition had been amended and 
a supplemental petition filed, and it was alleged and proved 
that from September, 1960, until September, 1961, the 
husband had cohabited in adultery at a specified address in 
Hampstead with a woman named Mary Hughes. 

KARMINSKI, J., said that the husband had evidently thought 
that by refusing to disclose the name of the woman with 
whom he had committed adultery, the result would be that 
she would not be mentioned. The only result achieved, 
however, apart from the delay of five months, was that the 
costs of the suit had been largely increased. In the light of 
the further evidence, his lordship was prepared to exercise 
his discretion in the wife’s favour and to grant her a decree 
nisi, with an order for costs against the husband, making it 
as clear as it could possibly be made that that order was to 
include the costs occasioned by the adjournment. Decree 
nisi and order for costs accordingly. 

APPEARANCES: H. S. Law (G. Lebor & Co.). 

{Reported by D. R. Extisox, Esq., Barrister-at-Law] 


HUSBAND AND WIFE: PENDING SUIT FOR 
DIVORCE : CONTEMPT OF COURT: COMMITTAL 
ON EX PARTE APPLICATION 
Hipgrave v. Hipgrave 
Scarman, J. 17th November, 1961 

Application for a committal order. 
A wife applied by summons in a pending suit for divorce 
for an order committing her husband to prison for contempt 
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of court in breaking an undertaking not to molest her. On 
15th November, 1961, the court, accepting an undertaking 
from the husband not to commit any further act of molestation, 
made no order on the summons. On 16th November, 1961, 
the husband, whilst driving his motor car along the highway, 
mounted the pavement along which the wife was walking, 
and attempted to run her down. The wife, who had only 
escaped by darting into the roadway out of the path of her 
husband's car, applied ex parte for the husband’s committal. 

ScARMAN, J., said that the husband very nearly inflicted on 
the wife very serious injury. His lordship was satisfied that 
the court had jurisdiction to make a committal order ex parte 
where delay caused by proceeding in the normal way might 
cause irreparable or serious mischief. He would commit the 
husband to prison forthwith. However, since the husband 
was not present and had been given no opportunity to put 
his side of this very grave matter, he had the right to apply 
immediately to have the order set aside. Order of committal. 

APPEARANCES: Michael Hutchison (Lewis, Fosketi & Marr, 
Epping). 


(Reported by D. R. Exx1s0N, Esq., Barrister-at-Law) 


HUSBAND AND WIFE: MAINTENANCE: 
HUSBAND UNEMPLOYED: POTENTIAL 
EARNING CAPACITY 
*Jacobson v. Jacobson 
Lord Merriman, P., and Collingwood, J. 
17th November, 1961 
Appeal from Hendon justices. 


A wife applied to the justices for a maintenance order 
against her husband on the ground of his wilful neglect to 
provide reasonable maintenance for her and the child of the 
marriage. The husband, at the material time, was un- 
employed, and had been so for several months. He received 
£2 17s. 6d. a week national assistance. The wife was working 
and earning an average of {11 a week. The justices, finding 
the charge of wilful neglect proved, ordered the husband to 
pay {1 a week for the wife and {2 a week for the child. The 
husband appealed, contending that the wife should have been 
awarded a nominal sum only. 

LorD MERRIMAN, P., said that the justices had taken into 
account the fact that the husband had a potential earning 
capacity. There was evidence to support that finding, the 
husband having stated that he intended to resume his former 
calling of a market trader. The justices were entitled to have 
regard, not only to what money the husband was actually 
receiving, but what he could earn if minded to follow a gainful 
occupation. The appeal therefore failed and must be 

COLLINGWOOD, J., concurred. Appeal dismissed. 

APPEARANCES : T. Kemp Homer (Sampson & Co.) ; P. A.W. 
Merriton (Beach & Beach). 

(Reported by D. R. Extison, Esq., Barrister-at-Law] 


Court of Criminal Appeal 


CRIMINAL LAW: HOMICIDE: DEFENCE OF 
PROVOCATION NOT RAISED AT TRIAL: 
WHETHER INCUMBENT ON JUDGE TO RAISE 

ISSUE 
R. v. Porritt 
Ashworth, Salmon and Winn, JJ. 

Appeal against conviction. 

The appellant was charged with the capital murder of his 
step-father, who was shot during an evening of gang warfare 
between the appellant’s family and another. A series of 
violent incidents culminated in an attack by the rival family 
on the appellant’s house, where he and his family were 


26th July, 1961 
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assembled. Hearing shouting and crashing of glass, the step- 
father went into a front room to investigate and became 
involved in a struggle with two men. According to the 
appellant's evidence, his step-father called out: “ George, 
George, they are tooled up. Get the gun.” The appellant 
got hold of a gun, which had been used earlier, and went into 
the front room. He saw his step-father astride the window- 
sill, held by two men, one of whom had a knife at his step- 
father’s throat. The appellant aimed at the man with the 
knife and fired. The actual victim was his step-father. At 
his trial the appellant alleged that the shooting was in defence 
of a near relative in danger of his life, and that it was also 
in defence of his property, his own home, which was being 
attiwcked by armed raiders. It was never suggested that the 
appellant had been provoked or that a verdict of manslaughter 
was open to the jury on the evidence. The jury convicted 
the appellant of capital murder and he was sentenced to 
death. The appellant appealed. 

AsHwortTH, J., giving the judgment of the court, said that, 
although the issue of manslaughter was not raised at the trial, 
there was ample authority for the view that, notwithstanding 
that a particular issue was not raised by the defence, it was 
incumbent upon the trial judge, if the evidence justified it, 
to leave such issue to the jury. The question was whether 
there was any evidence which made it incumbent on the 
judge to leave that issue to the jury. The matter could 
be approached in two ways. First, if the appellant's 
description of the scene in the front room was accepted by 
the jury it did not follow that they must necessarily acquit 
him on the ground of self-defence, because they might not 
have accepted one of the elements of that defence, namely, 
that it was reasonably necessary to fire. But they might 
have thought, if they had had to consider the matter, that 
the sight of his step-father in imminent peril came as such a 
shock to the appellant as the culmination of the stormy 
evening that he was no longer the master of his mind and 
shot on provocation. If the jury took that view the proper 
verdict was manslaughter. Secondly, the shooting was the 
culmination of a very stormy evening and the jury might have 
considered that the evening reached its climax with the 
attack on the appellant’s house, and that at the moment 
when the appellant heard the noise of “ hollering ’’ and breaking 
of glass and his step-father crying out for help his self-control 
evaporated. Those matters were material upon which the 
jury could have concluded that the killing was after provoca- 
tion and which, accordingly, would justify a verdict of 
manslaughter. The appeal against conviction would be 
allowed and a verdict of manslaughter substituted. The 
sentence would be altered to a term of ten years’ imprisonment. 
Appeal allowed. 

APPEARANCES : Victor Durand, Q.C., and R. D. L. Du Cann 
(Registrar, Court of Criminal Appeal); Mervyn Griffith- Jones 
and S. A. Morton (Director of Public Prosecutions). 


(Reported by Przrs Hexserr, Esq., Barrister-at-Law] [1 W.L.R. 1372 


CRIMINAL LAW: DIMINISHED RESPONSIBILITY: 
DEFENDANT’S REFUSAL TO RAISE DEFENCE 
R. v. McMenemy 
Ashworth, Edmund Davies and Veale, JJ. 

1961 
Application for leave to appeal against conviction. 


17th November, 


The applicant, who had been convicted of capital murder, 
applied for leave to appeal against conviction and to call 
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fresh evidence. He had refused to permit the defence of 
diminished responsibility under s. 2 of the Homicide Act, 
1957, to be put forward at his trial. Consequently, the 
evidence, which would have been unchallenged, to support 
that defence, although available at the trial, was never called, 
and he was convicted. 


ASHWorRTH, J., said that there was clear authority that if 
evidence was available at the trial leave would not be granted 
to adduce it on appeal save in exceptional circumstances. 
It had been sought to distinguish the authorities on the 
ground that the present case was indeed exceptional since 
the fresh evidence would not be challenged and at least part 
of it had been made available by the Crown. In the view 
of the court, the fact that the fresh evidence would be un- 
challenged was not sufficient ground for departing from the 
well-established principle. In R. v. Dashwood [1943] K.B. 1, 
a somewhat similar situation had arisen in regard A a plea 
of insanity and the court had refused leave to call fresh 
evidence. It had been contended that the applicant’s 
refusal to avail himself of an uncontested defence was in 
itself an indication of an abnormal mind; that consequently 
a miscarriage of justice had occurred, and that the court 
should not allow an accused man to bring about that result 
even though he was responsible for his actions. Almost 
exactly the same contention had been advanced in Dashwood's 
case, supra, and rejected by the court, and it was difficult to 
understand how any miscarriage of justice could be said to 
have occurred. Application refused. 

APPEARANCES: J. S. Watson, Q.C., and F. J. Nance 
(Registrar, Court of Criminal Appeal); D. Karmel, Q.C., and 
R. L. Ward (Director of Public Prosecutions). 


[Reported by Everarp Corsa tty, Esq., Barrister-at-Law] 





CORRECTION 


In the report of St. Marylebone Property Co., Lid. v. Fairweather 
at p. 947, ante, leading counsel for the defendant should have been 
given as Mr. R. S. Lazarus, Q.C. 


THE WEEKLY LAW REPORTS 
Cases INcLuDED In Topay’s IssuE oF W.L.R. 


Vol. 
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Annison v. District Auditor for St. Pancras Borough 
Council ain “ - oe a ba 3 


Davis Investments api weeps Ltd., In re (p. 966, 
ante) .. 


Gardiner v. Motherwell Machinery a add Scrap Co., 
Ltd. (p. 966, ante) ‘ ‘ 


Johnson v. Rea, Ltd. (p. 867, ante) .. 
Kirke v. Kirke (p. 890, ante) ie a 
Langley’s Settlement Trusts, In re (p. 866, ante) .. 
Latham, In re (p. $68, ante) .. ; 
Matthews’ Will Trusts, In re (pp. 888, 933, ante) . 
R. v. Paddington and St. Marylebone Rent T ounel: 
ex parte Haines (p. 989, ante) 
Smith, Jn ve; Barclays Bank, Ltd. 
Bank, Ltd. (p. 931, ante) 


v. Mercantile 


Aldermanic 


Wolverhampton Borough Council’s 
Election, In re (p. 667, ante) 





Wills and Bequests 


Mr. Witt1aM Henry Davies, solicitor, of Cardiff, left £19,615 
net. 


Mr. Moses Hymen Isaacs, solicitor, of London, 
£71,552 net. 


W.C.1, left 
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Agents, Valuers, 112 High Street, Brentford. Tel. 
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IN WESTMINSTER 


HOUSE OF LORDS 


PROGRESS OF BILLS 
Read First Time:- 


Expiring Laws Continuance Bill [H.C.} [16th November. 


Read Second Time:— 
Criminal Justice Administration Bill [H.L.} 
{13th November. 
Glasgow Corporation (Parking Meters) Order Confirmation 
Bill [H.C.} [15th November. 
Road Traffic Bill [H.L.} '14th November. 
Southern Rhodesia (Constitution) Bill [H.C.} 
[16th November. 


Tanganyika Independence Bill [H.C.| [16th November. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS 
A. PROGREsS OF BILLS 
Read First Time:— 
Army Reserve Bill [H.C. 
To make further provision with respect to reserves for the 
regular army. 
Coal Industry Bill [H.C.} 
To make provision until the end of the year nineteen hundred 


and sixty-two for financing any accumulated revenue deficit of 
the National Coal Board. 


[15th November 


{17th November. 


Read Second Time:— 


Civil Aviation (Eurocontrol) Bill [H.C.} [17th November. 
Commonwealth Immigrants Bill [H.C.} 

[16th November. 
{13th November. 
[14th November. 


Education Bill [H.C.} 
Sea Fish Industry Bill [H.C.} 


Read Third Time:— 


Export Guarantees Bill [H.C.}) {17th November. 


B. QUESTIONS 
Justices’ CLERKS’ SALARIES 


Asked whether he was aware that the salaries of magistrates’ 
clerks were fixed on a population basis, and if he would take steps 
to see that their salaries were fixed on the basis of the population 
in conjunction with the number of cases dealt with in the courts, 
Mr. R. A. BuTLER replied that the salaries of justices’ clerks were 
normally settled by reference to the recommendations of a Joint 
Negotiating Committee on which local authorities, magistrates’ 
courts committees and justices’ clerks were represented. The 
recommendations of the committee were based on population 
figures, but allowed some scope for other factors, such as the 
volume of work, to be taken into account. {16th November. 


Vol. 105) 993 


AND WHITEHALL 


STATUTORY INSTRUMENTS 


Airways Corporations (General Staff, Pilots 
Pensions) (Amendment) (No. 2) Regulations, 1961 
No. 2161.) 7d. 

Draft of the Commonwealth Preference (Western Samoa 
Order, 1961. 

Exchange of Securities 
No, 2131.) 7d. 

London (Waiting and Loading) (Brompton Road to Great West 
Road) (Clearway) (Amendment) Regulations, 1961. (S.1. 1961 
No. 2144.) 7d. 

London-Folkestone-Dover Trunk Road (Forge House near 
Broomfield Diversion) Order, 1961. (S.1. 1961 No. 2139.) 6d 

London Traffic (40 m.p.h. speed limit) (No. 18) Regulations, 
1961. (S.1.1961 No. 2145.) 6d. 

London Traffic (Prescribed Routes) (Hammersmith) Regulations, 
1961. (S.1. 1961 No. 2146.) 6d. 

London Traffic (Prescribed Routes) (Kensington) 
1961. (S.I. 1961 No, 2129.) 6d. 

Mid-Wessex Water (No. 3) Order, 1961. 
7d. 

Motor Vehicles (Tests) (Exemption) (Amendment) Regulations, 
1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 2108.) 6d. 

Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) General Order, 1961 
(S.I. 1961 No. 2133 (S. 120).) 7d. 

Public Service Vehicles (Licences and Certificates) (Amendment 
Regulations, 1961. (S.1.1961 No. 2128.) 6d. 

Small Estates (Representation) Act (Commencement) Order, 
1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 2147 (C. 19).) 6d. 

Stopping up of Highways Orders, 1961: 

County of Buckingham (No. 9). (S.1, 1961 No. 2137.) 6d 

County of Buckingham (No. 10). (S.1. 1961 No. 2138.) 6d 

County of Chester (No. 24). (S.1.1961 No. 2121.) 7d 

County of Durham (No. 14). (S.1. 1961 No. 2134.) 6d 

County of Hertford (No.11). (5.1. 1961 No. 2120.) 6d 

County of Lancaster (No. 36). (5.1. 1961 No. 2119.) 6d. 

City and County Borough of Leeds (No. 7). (S.I 
No. 2135.) 6d. 

City and County Borough of Sheffield (No. 6) 
No. 2136.) 6d. 

County of Worcester (No.11). (S.1. 1961 No. 2150.) 7d. 

Treasury (Loans to Local Authorities) (Interest) (No. 4) Minute, 
1961. (S.1.1961 No. 2148.) 6d. 

Treasury (Loans to Persons Other than Local Authorities) 
(Interest) (No. 4) Minute, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 2149.) 7d 
West Lothian Water Board (North Medwin) Water Order, 

1961. (SI. 1961 No. 2127 (S. 119).) 7d. 

West Lothian Water Board (West Water and Baddinsgill 
Reservoirs) Water Order, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 2126 (S. 118).) 
11d. 

Worksop Water Order, 1961. 


and Officers 


S.1. 1961 


(No. 4) Rules, 1961 (S.1. 1961 


Regulations, 


(S.I. 1961 No 2153.) 


1961 


(S.1. 1961 


(S.1. 1961 No. 2143.) 6d 


SELECTED APPOINTED DAYS 

November 

24th Housing Act, 1961. 

December 

Ist Betting and Gaming Act, 1961, all provisions not 
already in force, i.e., s. 6 ; s. 29 (3) and Sched. VI, 
Pt. II, in so far as they relate to the Street Betting 
Act, 1906, s. 1 (3) 





Honours and Appointments 


Sir REGINALD BULLIN, 
Portsmouth, has been 
Magistrates’ Association: 

Mr. MARTIN LLEWELLYN Epwarps, solicitor, of Cardiff, has 
been commissioned a deputy lieutenant of the county of 
Glamorgan. 


OBR... TD., 
re-elected a 


j.P., 


vice-president 


solicitor, of 
of the 


Mr. Bruce Joun Ex.iotr has been appointed an assistant 
registrar of county courts and assistant district registrar in the 
district registry of the High Court of Justice, attached to the 
Newcastle upon Tyne County Court. 


Mr. EpGar Stewart Fay, 0.C., has been appointed recorder 
of the borough of Bournemouth. 

Mr. JouN Ropert Tuomas Hooper and Mr. EvELYN CHARLES 
SACKVILLE Russert have been appointed metropolitan 
stipendiary magistrates. 

Mr. JoHN JosepH ANDREW Patron, of the department of the 
Director of Public Prosecutions, is to succeed Mr. H. E. T. 
Dugdale, on his retirement this month, as deputy clerk to 
Winchester City, Winchester County, and Droxford Petty 
Sessional Divisions. 
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PRACTICE 


Questions, which can only be accepted from practising solicitors who are subscribers either directly or through a newsagent, should be addressed 
to the “ Points in Practice” Department, The Solicitors’ Journal, Oyes House, Brearns Buildings, Fetter Lane, London, E.C.4. 
They should be brief, typewritten in duplicate, and accompanied by the name and address of the sender on a separate sheet, together with a 
Stamped addressed envelope. Responsibility cannot be accepted for the return of documents submitted, and no undertaking can be given to reply 
by any particular date or at all 


Sale of Leaseholds—Roor or TITLE 


Q. The sale of house property, usually flats and maisonettes, 
by means of the grant of a lease instead of by a conveyance of 
the freehold is becoming more and more common. We find, 
acting for purchasers in such cases, all too frequently that the 
root of title offered in the draft contract is the lease itself, which 
may be only a few months old or not even yet granted. In the 
former case the sale is usually by the original lessee and often 
he is not in a position to deduce title to the freehold. In the 
latter case the draft contract may provide for an abstract of the 
freehold title being furnished if required at the purchaser's 
expense but he will be prohibited from investigating such title 
or raising any requisitions thereto. We take the view that we 
cannot advise a purchaser or his mortgagees to accept such a 
title even if the former be prepared to pay for an abstract of the 
freehold title. The fact that the vendor may be registered at 
H.M. Land Registry as proprietor with good leasehold title in our 
opinion makes no difference. [It would appear that many 
solicitors do not agree with us that such titles are not marketable 
ones. Do you consider that our attitude is correct ? 


A. We consider that your attitude is, in general, correct, 
particularly in the interests of a mortgagee. Perhaps it would 
not be wise to raise an objection if an abstract of the freehold title 
is in fact supplied and indicates a good title. We would suggest 
that this is a particular example of the type of case referred to 
by the Council of The Law Society in the Law Society’s Gazette, 
vol. 55, p. 151 The Council seem to think that lessors’ 
solicitors should advise their clients to deduce title in such 
circumstances. 


LOANS TO LOCAL AUTHORITIES 


Ministry of Housing and Local Government circular no. 50/61 
states that the following rates of interest ap; to loans advanced 
to local authorities as defined in s. 10 of the Local Authorities 
Loans Act, 1945, from the local loans fund, asfrom 11th November 
last: 64 per cent | 6} per cent. 
on loans for more than fifteen years 


on loans up to fifteen years, an 


LAW SOCIETY 
The president of The Law Society, M1 
gave a luncheon party on 9th November at 60 Carey Street, 
London, W.C.2. The guests were: Mr. Justice Thompson, 
Mr. Justice Dennison (Northern Rhodesia), Sir George Harvie- 
Watt, 0.C., Sir William Coldstream, Mr. Cyril W. Warwick, 
Mr. Terence T. Cuneo, Mr. C. M. R. Peecock, Mr. D. I. Wilson and 
Sir Thomas Lund 


LUNCHEON 


Arthur J. Driver, 


Obituary 
Mr. LEonaARD BINGHAM, solicitor, 
“‘ Bingham’s Motor Claims Cases,”’ 
78. He was admitted in 1915 

Mr. JoHN WILLIAM EMMERSON 
on 13th November, aged 59. He was admitted in 1936. 

Mr. ArtHur CHARLES KING, managing clerk for thirty vears 
to Messrs. Charles Russell & Co., of London, W.C.2, died on 
10th November 

Mr, WILLIAM ASHCROFT 
on 13th November, : 

Mr. James McGoway, retir 
on 14th November, aged 89 

Mr. Wititam Davip 
died on 14th November, aged 67 He wa 

Mr. JOHN SKINNER, soli 


and Chiswick, died on 15th 


of London, E.C.4, author of 
died on 8th November, aged 


solicitor, of Edgware, died 


LAMBERT, solicitor, of 


ged 79. He was admitted in 


Whitehaven, died 


Sheffield, died 
1908 
solicitor, of 
SAVOURS, solicitor, « ondon, S.W.5, 
1919, 
itor, former Town Clerk of Brentford 
November, aged 


tél 


sttad 
tted in 


Private Company—SaLe or CompPpANyY PROPERTY AT UNDER- 
VALUE AND LEASE BACK TO COMPANY 

Q. A is a private company of which B and his wife C are the 
directors who hold between them three-quarters of the share 
capital. The remaining one-quarter of the shares were settled 
by B on his two children (aged 20 and 17), and X Bank, Ltd., a 
solicitor and an accountant are the trustees of the settlement. 
A owns the freehold of the property, the book value of which is 
fy, but its current market value is {4y. Band C, as directors of A, 
propose to sell the property for {y to B or to a property company 
to be formed for the purpose, and the property would then be 
leased to A. (1) Are B and C entitled to carry out the proposed 
transaction ? (2) Would the trustees of the settlement be legally 
justified in agreeing to the proposed transaction, having in mind 
the fact that the children would raise no objection ? (3) Is there 
any other suitable method which B and C could adopt to carry out 


the transaction ? 


A. (1) In our opinion B and C cannot carry out the proposed 
transaction, unless the terms of the lease to A are such that A is 
adequately compensated for parting with the freehold at under- 
value. Otherwise B and C are committing a misfeasance as 
directors of A, for which they could be liable in a winding up of A. 
(2) The trustees have a duty to the infants, and in our view 
cannot agree to the transaction, unless they consider it com- 
mercially justifiable from the point of view of the company, 4, 
whose shares they hold. If in any doubt they should apply tothe 
court for directions. (3) If the object is to remove the freehold 
from A the best course may be for A to be wound up, but more 
information about the trading and tax position of A would be 
required before advising on this. 


PRINCIPAL ARTICLES APPEARING IN VOL. 


6th October to 24th November, 1961 


105 


Lists of articles published earlier this year appear in the Index to Pt. I of Vol. 105 (to 
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DEVONSHIRE (continued) 


AYCOTTS, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, v4 Fleet Street, Torquay. 
Tel. 4333/5. 


Dorset.—ALLEN, TAYLOR & WHITFIELD, 
25 East Street, Bridport. Tel. 2929. 


DURHAM 


Darlington.— JAMES PRATT & SONS, F.V.1., Auctioneers, 
payne and Estate Agents, 40a High Row. Tel. 68789 
ines 
Darlington.—SANDERSON, TOWNEND & GILBERT, 
Chartered Surveyors, 92 Bondgate. 


EAST ANGLIA 


Norfolk-Suffolk.—_THOS. WM. GAZE & 60%), Sum Crown 
Sereet, Diss. (290/291). Est. a naw 1 
Auctioneers, Agricultural, Property and 


Benfleet, Hadleigh and South-East Essex.— JOHN S. 
LLOYD & CO., Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents. Head Office: Estate House, Hadleigh, Essex. 
Tel. 58523 and 59174. 

Brentwood and Mid-Essex.—HOWARD’S & CO. 
(BRENTWOOD), LTD., Surveyors, Naluers and Estate 
— 143 High Street, B Br Tel. Br d 


Chel Billericay, Braintree and Maidon.— 
TAYLOR co., S—- Rasen, ane and Estate 
Aapee, Se Valuers, 17 Duke Sereet. Tel. 
sean Moan 3-1 aghigpehinpedens 
Wickford.—R. COOPER HIRST, 
Chartered Chartered 

Agent, 12 Duke St 

one (Tel. 4534) and Market Road, 

Chelmsford and Witham.—BALCH & BALCH, 

Chartered Surveyors, Auctioneers and Vi 
Tel. SISSI; and 


ALD COTTAGE, EAVES & CO., 

(Chas. W. Eaves, F.A.1., F.A.L.P.A.), 67/69 Station Road, 
ig — ames Tel. 857/8. And at Holland-on-Ses. 
Colchester and District—C. M. STANFORD & AS 


(Partners and Senior Personnel fully qualified 
~ ecu 23 High Street, Colchester. 





oad, Gantshill. Tel. Valentine 
DON LANE & BUTLER, Auction- 


Valuer (Pinchbeck, 
™ OR 
9 


EC 
80 
aldon.—TA h CO., Chartered 
te Agents. London Road. Tel. 88/888. 
and CHEKE & CO., 4 North 
prem, Hornchurch, Essex. Hornchurch 43423/4 and 
Romford, Upminster and District. —HILBERY 
CHAPLIN & CO., Estate 
and Surveyors, 135 South Street, Romford 
‘el. Romford — and 42 Station Road, Upminster 
‘el. Upminster ). 

and S.E. Essex.—TAYLOR, SON & 


oe. Auctioneers and Surveyors, 37 Victoria Avenue, 
el. Southend 41201 (3 lines). And at Westcliff-on-Sea 


‘oodford.—MA , Chartered ny 
9 te Woodford Green. Tei. Buckhurst 0181, 
and Ham, 


GLOUCESTERSHIRE 
and Surrounding Counties.— 
as eee eee ren FORTT, HATT 
and 
New Bond 
Street, Bath. Tel. 


HOLE ( t. 1867), 70 Park Park Row, 
te Auctioneers, etc. Tel. 24324 


> anos. & PARHAM (Est. 1 
. Tel. 27731 (8 lines). aode ee 


£. PRITCHARD & CO. (Est. 1785), 
joneers 
, 8. Tel, 24334 





Surveyors, ‘Auctioneers, & Estate 
House. ous. Fel 2401/2. BT a tee oe ek 
Andover —F. ies 5 see, M, Lend Aguans, Anationeare, 


Valuers and London Street. Tel. 3444 
(2 lines). =iint yous 
Estate ‘ Queens Parade 
(next G.P.O.), mes 
New See Curtis 
Watson, ae fost 
treet. Tel. 


Islands. 
Fleet.—H. |. POULTER & SON, Estate 
and Valuers. Central Offices. 


WSON & CO., F.V1., 
Valuers, etc. 9 Brockhurst Road. Tol. 95303 C2 
Ss. va F.R.LC.S., Chartered Surveyor. 
Havane. Cosham ‘el. 8732. 
Auctioneers 
and Eacate Ager, 5 Wert aie) Cen One 1244/5.) 


Tien tohana (rat 7718 77131 & 7713 ana 7718} 
— 
RS est. oon 1886). Auctioneers, 


Tel. Lymington 

Lymington ‘and. New & co. 
Chartered Estate 
and Valuers. wy thom Tel. Lymington 


New Milton and Barton-on-Sea—HEWITT & CO., 
F.AJ. New Milton. Tel. 43. 


(Continued on p. xx) 


oom a Office. Tel. 1 rrr 


FLETCHER, F.A1., DANN 8 LUCAS. 
Tol. Gravesend 368 and Berciond 3326. 
Gravesend and 


HAMPSHIRE (continued) 
BiTT & WEST. Tel. 213. 


Valuers, 
LUDLOW, Angerstein Road, 


G. 
North End. Tel. we 
CO., F.A1., 40 The Avenue. 


New Forest.—DRIVERS, JONAS 

= § ‘tied Agena pa 
uct rs 

17 Cumberland Place, Southampton. 


24545. 
w—SAVAGE & WELLER, Surveyors, Auc- 
tioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents, 25 St. Thomas 
Street, Winchester. oneal Winchester 2531. 


REENLANDS, LTD., Auctioneers, Estate 
Agents, Valuers. Church Street. Tel. 2366 (4 lines). 


HERTFORDSHIRE 
All W. Herts, S$. Bucks.—(Messrs.) |. GIBSON 
CRACKNELL, Surveyors and Valuers, Est. (897. 
59 Whippendell Road, Watford. Tel. 29205 
and Hemel H 


AITCHISON, AS. neens 


om ‘altham Cross and 

ROBER TiDey & é SON, Waltham Cross. Tel. 22964. 

Hertford.—NORRIS DUVALL, Price FAL. 
106 Fore Street, T 


Hitchin.— EVE & SON, 5 Bancroft. 
a Tel. sais —_ 


N. and S. Beds.—W. & H. PEACOCK, C 
Surveyors. 8 Street, Baldock, Herts. Tel, 2 
ANNELL & SLY, 
53 High Street, Rickmansworth. Tel. 3/4!. Valuers, 


Tring, Hemel Hempstead and 
W. BROWN & CO., Urban and Agricultural practice. 
Head Office: 41 High Street, Tring. Tel. 2235/6. 


ISLE OF WIGHT 
Comet Gooey, Seu, ay Ryde, 


‘a Se S PITTS & SON, Che Chartered 
ee ate Districts.—A. E. & S. C. 

ama F.ALLP.A. (Est. 1860), — “Tol. 114i 
Bembrid 

Newport. Rds, Freshwater, ——- ” 


KENT 


ARES SEINE © CORTE, Aucationzen, Survazere 
cents Kou, Bam Chambers, Ashford, and « 
na Kent ; 
, Sussex. 


Wodhurse and ti 
OPHER 8. CURTIS, nas. 
Surveyor | A lg By ‘aluer, 257a Croydon Road. 


Beckenham. -JOLLYE & WOOD, 4 The Broadway, 
Croydon Road. Tel. Beckenham 1439. 
wae ina haggg = <A Brae LTD. 


., Surveyors, 
Broadway. Tel. 1244/5. 
iS, Chartered Survey- 


Estate A, ents, Valuers, 
Teteghene RAVens- 


3 Market ee 
Margaret's : ; and 12 Preston 
Street, Faversham. 
—— MILNE et 7a Se Auctioneers and 
ww a oo rere "Sh TON, LTD., F.ALP.A., 
and KS & SON (P. R. Bean, 
F.RACS., FAL), er Su " erase 
Auctioneers, etc., 6 Bouverie Square, 


4509/3559. 
Folkestone and District.—SMITH-WOOLLEY 8 SO. a 


ANO 


District.—WINNETT, Auctioneers, 

Estate and Valuers, 155 Milton Roed. Tel. 

Horne Serf. 16 IGGULDEN & SONS (8. Smith, 
Auctioneers, 128 High Street. Tel. £19 9/620. 

Ty ty and District.— 

Hythe. Tel. Hythe 

& SON, 


Street, 
Petts Wood 
) & GOWE F. Mullock ALP 
dower PALS. 181 
Tod Geaken Vee Fass ood. Tel. Orp. 23444, 
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KENT (continued) 
FRACS. Chartered 
and Estate Agent, 
3. 


3222/ 

Raseagite and District. —HOLNESS & OVENDEN, 
FAL, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
Valuers and Surveyors. Estate Howse, 73 High Screet 

Tel. Thanet 52206/7. Established 1838. 
Kent.—G. C. SOLLEY & CO. 
. ich. Yet. 3227. 
P & THOMAS, FALPA., Estate 
Agents and sly ita London Road (Tel. 2916). 

Tenterden and the Weald of Kent.—HATCH AND 
WATERMAN, F.A.). (Esc. 1830), Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents. Tenterden. Tel. 33 

T and District.—NEVE & SON, F.A.1., 146 High 
Street, Tonbridge. Tel. 3223. 
wnbridge Wells.—DILNOTT STOKES, Chartered 


rs and Auctioneers, 17 Mount Pleasant. 
Fel 30007! 


Welling WM. PORTER & CO., LTD., 28 Falconwood 
Parade, The Green. Tel. Bexleyheath 2977 


LANCASHIRE 


and District.—AIREYS’, Chartered Auc- 
tioneers and Estace Agents, Valuers and Surveyors, 
18 Dickson Road, Blackpool. Tel. 22225/6 
Blackpoo! and Fyide Coast.—}. ENTWISTLE & co., 
Valuers and Estate Agents, Station 
Chambers, 2 Dickson Road, Blackpool. Tel. 20093/4. 
~Sands.—MICHAEL c tL. HODGSON, 
Auctioneers and Valuers. Tel. 2253. 
Liverpool.-BOULT, SON & MAPLES, 5 Cook Street. 
Tel. Central 994! (7 lines). And at West Kirby. 
yo01.—SMITH & SONS (Est. 1840), Valuers, etc., 
6 wrod john Screet, Central 9386. And at Birkenhead. 
and District.—jOS. RIMMER & SON, 
14/20 ee Castie Street, Liverpool, |. Tel. MARicime 
1066, and at Birkenhead and Ellesmere Port. Chartered 
Surveyors, Auctioneers and Estace Agents. 

Liverpool! and Wirral.—T. MARTIN BROWN, F.A1., 
Valuer & Estate Agent, Coopers Buildings, Church 
Street, Liverpool, |. Tel. Royal 3373/4 and 3 Garston 
Old Road, Liverpool, 19. Tel. Garston 358. 

Manchester.—-ALFRED H. GARDNER & SON, FA, 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 56 Mosley 
Sereet. Tel. Central 8965/6. And at Cheadle Hulme 

Manchester.—CLAYTON, SON & CROWTHER, 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents, 76 Mosley 
Street, Manchester, 2. Tel. Cen. 4943/4 

.—STUART MURRAY & CO., Auctioneers, 
etc., 64a Bridge Street. Tel. Blackfriars 5747. And at 
Altrincham. 

Manchester and Oldham.—LESLIE D. CLEGG 
MORGAN & CO., Chartered Surveyors, Specialists in 
Town Planning, Rating and Compensation, Prudential 
Buildings, Union Street, Oldham. Tel. MAin (Oldham) 
6401/3. And at 65 Princess Street, Manchester,2. Tel. 


Central 7755 

Preston.——. j. REED & SONS, F.AJ., 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 47 
Tal. 3249. 

Rochdale.—ROSSALL, DALBY & PARKER, Auctioneers 
and Valuers, 5 Backwater Street. Tel. 3677. 

and District—R. BIRTWELL & SON, 

Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Valuers, 
S Baillie Street. Tel. 2826. 

Rochdale and District —SHEPHERD LUMB & CO., 
Auctioneers, etc. The Public Hall, Baillie Street. 
Tel. 3826. 


Chartered 
Fishergate. 


LEICESTERS HIRE 


Leicester—-DONALD BOYER, F.Al., Chartered 
Auctioneer & Estate Agent, Valuer-Mortgage, Probate 
insurance, Northampton Street. Tel. 21564 (and Rugby). 

Leicester and County.—RANDLE & Ay cwy (F. E. }. 
Randle, F.V.1.. C. G. Hale, FAI, AALPA., G. H. 
Aspell, A.R. LCS., F.AL., M.R.San.1.), 74 Halford Street. 

. $137/8. 

Market Harborough.—HOLLOWAY, PRICE & CO., 
Est. 1609. Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers. 
Tel. 2411. 


LINCOLNSHIRE 


Grantham and District. BAILEY & AMBLER, 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
Westminster Bank Chambers, Grantham, Lincs. 
Tel. 418 (2 lines). 
and District.-SPILMAN, GLASIER AND 
LONSDALE, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
Surveyors and Valuers, 72 Suey Street, Scunthorpe. 
Tel. 3803. Est. over 75 yea 


Come—* &G KINGSTON, F.AJ., Auctioneers, etc., 
Hall Chambers. Tel. 20/1. 


MIDDLESEX 


—E. j. T. NEAL, F.R.1.C.S., F.AL., 
oad. Tel. EDG 0123/4. 

Enfield and North London.—CAMPION & DICKINS 
Surveyors, Valuers, etc., 28 Little Park Gardens, Enfield 
Enfield 1224/5 

HMarrow.—CORBETT ALTMAN & CO., F.R.LCS., F.A.L., 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, 40 College Road, Harrow. Tel. 
Herrow 6222. Also Rating, Compensation and Planning 
Surveyors. 


39 Station 
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MIDDLESEX (continued) 


Harrow.——. BECKETT, F.A.l., Surveyor, Chartered 
Auctioneer and Estate Agent, 7 Col Road, Harrow 
Tel. Harrow 5216. And at Sudbury, Wembley, 
North Harrow and Moor Park, Northwood. 

Harrow.—P. N. DEWE & CO., See “ London Suburbs" 
Section. —- 1925. 

Harrow.— NER = ag ft. A. Ray a FALP.A), 
Surveys, ve hes Urban Estate 
Management, 5! ae Road, North. Harrow. Tel. 
Harrow 9636/7/8. 

Harrow.—G. }. HERSEY AND PARTNER, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Surveyors, 44 College Road, Harrow, 
M Tel : Harrow 7484/7441 and ac 

Prudential Chambers, Grey Friars, Leicester. Telephone 
No. Leicester 57077. 

Harrow and District.—BARR & MEAD. C. Grainger, 
FALPA. MLRSani. 8. C. Grainger, AAA. 
202° Northolt Road, South Harrow, Byron 1023. 
and 15 College Road, Harrow. Harrow 5178, Also 
at Ruislip and Pinner. 

Hayes.—KEVIN & FIELD, LTD. (Lister S. Camps, F.F.S. 
F.VA., M.RS.H.), Grange Chambers, Uxbridge Read. 
Tel. Hayes 3691/2. 

Hounsiow.—ROPER, SON & CHAPMAN, Auctioneers, 

Surveyors, etc., | High Street. Tel. HOU 1184. 

Moor Park and yr ening BECKETT, F.A.., 


See and Estate 
Mook PARK tetare. “OFFICE, Moor Park Station 
Northwood. Tel. Northwood (NH2) 4131. And at 
Harrow, North Harrow and Sudbury, Wembley. 
Northwood.—GILBERT LUCK, FALPA. Surveyors 
and Valuers, 58 Green Lane, Northwood, Tel. 
2352/3/4, and 111 Pinner Road, Northwood Hills. 

Northwood Pinner—SWANNELL & SLY, 
3 Maxwell Road, Northwood. Tel. 19. Valuers, 
Auctioneers, etc 

Pinner and District.—BARR & MEAD. C. Grainger, 
FALPA, MARSanji. B. C. Grainger, A.A. 
2 High Street, Pinner. Pinner 7800. Also at South 
Harrow, Harrow and Ruislip. 

Pinner (Hatch End).—BRODIE, MARSHALL & CO., 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents, 339 ee 
Road, Hatch End. er Hatch End 2238 and 

—— and District.—BARR & MEAD. C. oa. 

FA.LP.A, M.RSanJ. B.C. Grainger, A.A.l. 
1M High Street, Ruislip. Ruislip 2215. Also at South 
Harrow, Harrow and Pinner. 

Ruislip, Ickenham and District.—jJOHN MEACOCK 
AND CO., 123/125 High Street, Ruislip. Tel. Ruislip 
3072/3/4. And opposite the Church, ickenham. 
Tel. Ruislip 5526 and 9824. 

Southall and Greenford.—AUSTIN FARR & CO., 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, |! South Road, Southall. SOU 6555 (5 lines). 
45 The Broadway, Greenford. WAX 4642/4438. 

Wembley Park.—LLOYDS (Principal D. J. Westmore, 
F.RACS., M.RSan.t.), Chartered Surveyors. 
tioneers and Valuers, |3 Bridge Road. Tel. Areold sia 

West Drayton and Yiewsley.—R. WHITLEY & CO., 
Chartered Auctioneers and ones Agents, 40 Station 
Road. Tel. W. Drayton 2185. 








NORFOLK 


Cromer.—R. j. WORTLEY, F.RICS., Chartered 
Surveyor, etc., 15 Church Street. Tel. Cromer 2069. 
Norwich—ALDRIDGE & omg 22 Su Street, 
Surveyors and Estace A ao Tel. Norwich 17/8. 
Norwich.—CLOWES, NASH & THURGAR, Est. [648 
(H. M. Thurgar, F.A.1., R. F. Hill, .ALDP.A., Cc. M. 
Thurgar, A.A.1.), 6 Tombland. Tel. aon 
Norwich.—}. E. TAYLOR, Auctioneer and te Agent, 


25 Tombiand. Tel. 266 
Norwich and East Anglia.—K. H. FIELDING & SON 
(). L. Fielding, F.R.1.C.S., F.A.1.), Chartered Surveyors, 
etc., | Upper King Street, Norwich. Tel. 22980. 
West Norfolk.—CRUSO WILKIN, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 27 Tuesday Market 
Place, King’s Lynn. Tel. King’s Lynn 3111/2. 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 


Northampton and Daventry. GI vl SONS . co., 
LTD., Auctioneers, Valuers ae Estat 9 Fish 
Street, Northampton. Tel. 136. 338 eaf Street, 
Daventry. Tel. 336. 

Northampton and District —WOODS & CO., F.A.l. 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Valuers, 
18 Castilian Street, Northampton. Tel. 3300/1. 
Established 85 years. 

Peterborough and District——DAKING & DAKING., 
Est. 1887. Auctioneers, Valuers, Surveyors and Estate 
Agents, Broadway, Peterborough. Tel. 5245/6. 

Peterborough and District—FOX & VERGETTE, 
Auctioneers, Valuers, Surveyors and Estate Agents, 
16 Priestgate. Tel. 4261/2. Est. over 150 years. 

neler © and Adjoining Counties.—NORMAN 
WRIGHT & PARTNERS, Surveyors and Auctioneers, 
26 Priestgate, Peterborough. Tel. 5695/6. 


NORTHUMBERLAND 

Newcastle upon Tyne, oss the North.— 

HINDMARSH, HEPPELL & BOURN (Est. 1862), 

Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors, 

6! Westgate Road, Newcastle upon Tyne. And at 
Wallsend-on-Tyne. 


(Continued on p. xxi) 


NORTHUMBERLAND AND DURHAM 


HINDMARSH & PARTNERS, Chartered Surveyors, 
Valuers, eateneere and Estate nts, 49 Park View, 
Whitley el. 2351/2), 107 Northumberland St., 
Newcastle by 61008! (4 lines)). And at Gateshead 


and Alnwick. 

Newcastle —DAVID A. LARMOUR & SON, F.R.LCS., 
F.A.1., Saville Row. Tel. Newcastle 20727/8. 

WALLHEAD GRAY & COATES, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers, 84 Pilgrim 
Street, Newcastle. (Tel. 27471/2.) 75 West Screet, 
Gateshead. (Tel. 72197.) 7 Priestpopple, Hexham. 
(Tel. 302.) 26 Frederick Street, Sunderianc. (Tel. . 


NOTTINGHAMSHIRE 


Newark.—EDWARD BAILEY & SON, F.A.L., Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers, 


7 Ki Newark. Tel. 39. 
Nottingham.—-ROBERT CLARKE & CO., Chartered 
Surveyors and Rating Valuers, Oxford Street. Tei. 
42534/S. 


Nottingham.—WALKER, WALTON & HANSON, 
Chartered Surveyors and Valuers, Chartered Auc- 
tioneers and Estate Agents, Byard Lane. Est. 1841. 
Tel. Nottingham 54272 (7 Sines). 

Retford.—HENRY SPENCER & SONS, Auctioneers, 
20 The Square, Retford, Notts. Tel. 531/2. And at 
4 Paradise Street, Sheffield. Tel.25206. And 9! Bridge 
Street, Worksop. Tel. 2654. 


OXFORDSHIRE 


Bicester, Thame and Oxford.—-E. P. MESSENGER & 
SON, Chartered Surveyors, Auctioneers, Valuers, ete. 
Thame 263/4; Bicester 10; and Oxford 4728!. 

Oxford District.—BUCKELL & BALLARD. Est. 
1887. R. B. Ballard, FA.L.P.A., H. 1. F. Ryan, F.R.1.C.S., 
FAL, H. S. Ballard, F.R.1.C.S., F.AL, 58 Cornmarket 
Street, Oxford. Tel. 44151. Also at Wallingford, Berks. 
bank 3205 and Wantage, Berks. Tel. 611. 

Oxf Banbury and surrounding districts.—E. }. 
BROOKS & SON, F.A.\. (Established 1840), Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estace Agents, a and Valuers, 
“Gi House reet, Oxford. (Tel. 
4535/6) and $4 Broad Street, Sentort (Tel. 2670). 

Thame and District —PERCY BLACK & CO., Chartered 
Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
60 North Street. Tel. 288. 





SHROPSHIRE 


Craven Saaremaa & McCARTNEY, Chartered 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents. Tel. 2/85. 

—HALL, WATERIDGE- & OWEN, LTD., 

‘Agents. 


Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate 
Tel. 2081. 

Shrewsbury and South Shropshire—DEAKIN & 
COTTERILL, 8 Wyle Cop, Shrewsbury, Auctioneers, 
Estate and Valuers. Tel. 5306 and 2313. And at 
Church Stretton. 

Wellington.—BARBER & SON, Auctioneers, Valuers, 
Surveyors and Estate Agents, | Church Street. Tel. 
27 and 444 Wellington. 

Whitchurch.— JOSE WRIGHT, Auctioneers, Valuers 
and Estate Agents, 16 Watergate Street, Whitchurch. 
Tel. 2962 and 2157. 


SOMERSET 


Bath and District and Surrounding Counties.— 
COWARD, JAMES & CO.., incorporating FORTT, HATT 
& BILLINGS (Est. 1903), Surveyors, Auctioneers and 
Estate Special Probate Department, New Bond 
Street » 14 New Bond Street, Bath. Tel. 
Bath 3150, 3584, 4268 and 61360. 

Bath and District.—Estate Agents, Auctioneers and 
Valuers, eo for Probate, Mortgage, etc. 

& CO., 3 Wood Street, Queen Square, 
Bath. Tel. 3779 and 21/8. 
a and District.—JOLLY & SON, LTD. (Est. 1825.) 
Estate Agents and Valuers, Funeral Directors, Probate 
Wa Auction Rooms, Milsom Street, Bath. 
—_ Bristol and Districts.—LOUIS POWELL & CO., 
ncorporated Auctioneers, Estate ~ and Valuers, 
1 "Princes Buildings, Bath. Tel. 2! 
ar and South West.—CRISP’S ESTATE AGENCY 
ee - F.V.1., Incorporated Surveyor and Valuer, 
L. Cowley, A.A... Chartered Auctioneer and Estate 
Agent) (Ese. — ). Abbey Chambers, York Street, Bath. 


Tel. 3606 and 6 
rewkerne.—25 -- radius.—TAYLOR & CO., Auc- 
tioneers, Valuers, Surveyors, Estate Agents. Tel. 546. 
Taunton and District.—C. R. MORRIS, SONS AND 
Poy oe Land Ce eg Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers, 
Tel. 2546. North Curry. Tel. 319. 
“pera -LALONDE BROS. & PARHAM 
, 23 Waterloo Screet (Tel. 4500); and at 


Weston-cuper-Mare and District —MASTERS & CO., 
F.RACS., FAL, Chartered Surveyors, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, High Screet. 

Tel. 6443/4. 


Yeovil and District——PALMER, SNELL & CO., 
uctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors 
and Valuers, Yeovil. Tel. 25 or 1796. 


‘= 


le 
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STAFFORDSHIRE 
Stoke- on - Tren North Staffs. — CHARLES 
BUTTERS & SONS. Established 1856. Chartered 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers and Estate 


Trinity Buildings, Hanley, Stoke-on-Trent. Tel. 2138/9. 
Also at Leek. 


SUFFOLK 


Bury St. Edmunds and East ay ed ScoTT 
AND SONS, 3 Hatter Street, Bury Edmunds. Phone 
43 and 692. 

Ipswich and East Anglia.—SPURLINGS & HEMPSON 
(Est. 1780), Chartered Surveyors, C! Auctioneers 
26 Princes Street, ipswich. Tel. 51807/8. 

Ipswich and East Anglia.—WOODCOCK & SON, 
16 Arcade Street, Ipswich. Tel. 54352 (2 lines). 
Specialists in Selling Country Property and Farms. 
Established 1850. 

Lowestoft and we eee & CO., 87/89 London 
Road South. Tel. 3158 

Woodbridge and East Suffolk.—AR NOTT * — 
Auctioneers and Valuers, Est. 1870, Tel. | 


SURREY 


Addiscombe, Shirley, Ya WILKINS 
AND CO., Auctioneers, Surveyors and Valuers, 19! 
Lower Addiscombe Road. Tel. ADDiscombe 2233 y 
and 142 Wickham Road, Shirley. Tel. ADDiscombe 

Camberl nO © ¥. & GIDDY, Estate ne 
London Road. Tel. 1919. 

Camberley (Hants oe Berks Borders).—SADLER 
AND BAKER, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
95 High Street. Est. 1880. Tel. 4331 (3 lines). 

Caterham and District, Sanderstead to — 
J}. C. O'BRIEN, Station Avenue, s soa Hang Tel. 
and 348. Limpsfield Road, Sanderstead. Tel. 4426. 

Cobham.—EWBANK & CO., in association with Mann 
and Co. Est. 1891. Tel. 47. Offices throughout West 
Surrey. 

Coulsdon.—SINDEN, TOMKINS & KING, F.A.LP.A., 
Valuers, Su ors and Estate ents, 26 Chipstead 
Valley Road. Tel. UPLANDS 

Croydon.—BiAKE, SON & WILLIAMS. Est. 1798. 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors and 
Valuers, 51 High Street, Croydon. CROydon 7155/6. 

Croydon, Addiscombe and Se 
& GRANT. (Est. _ ) Surveyors, Valuers, Auct 
103/105 George Street, Croydon. Tel. CRO O18. 

Croydon and Oteurict. JOHN P. DICKINS & SONS, 
Surveyors, Valuers and Estate Agents. Est. 
Zand 4 George Street, Croydon. CROydon 3128/29/20. 

ydon and mee er otra oa eee ae AND 
————— Valuers, Chartered 


Cro 
PARTNERS, rveyors, 

Auctioneers and Esta “eed Nee Street, wt Croveee. 
Tel. Croydon 1931. yo at Temple Cham Temple 
Avenue, E.C.4. Tel. Ludgate Circus ai 

Croydon and Sutton.—SAINT, es AND 
STEDMAN, Surveyors, Auctioneers Valuers. 
106 High Street, Croydon. Tel. 0 6/7. And 
at 6 Cheam Road, Sutton. Tel. VIG 7616/7. 

Dorking.—ARNOLD & SON, pats tio & Surveyors, 
17! High Street and branches. Est. 1855. Tel. 2201/2. 

Dorking.—WHITE & SONS, 104 Hi ~. a 
tural and General Surveyors and V: 

Dorking.—PEARSON, COLE & nbmncgerg Surveyors, 
Valuers and Auctioneers. 279 High Street, Dorking. 
Tel. 3897/8. And at Reigate. 

Cutie Bookham and Effingham.—CUBITT AND 
WEST. Tel. Dorking 2212, Bookham 2744. Valuers, 
Surveyors, Estate Agents. 

oven and Reigate—A. R. & J. GASCOIGNE-PEES, 
F.A.L.P.A., Auctioneers, and Surveyors, 
258/260 High Street, Dorking. Tel. 4071/2. 6 Church 
ales Reigate. Tel. 4422/3. And at Leatherhead and 

psom 

Epsom and Leatherhead.—A.R. & J. er 
PALPA., Auctioneers, oon Surveyors, 
21 High Street, Epsom. Tel. (6. 4 rides Street, 
Leatherhead. Tel. 4133/4. And at Reigate and Dorking. 

Esher.—EWBANK & CO., in association with Mann & Co. 
Est. 1891. Tel. 3537/8. Stems Cates at Surrey. 
Val vse Mn ae cna tacone Aguue Si Highs 

treet. 
Yel. eal taker 3551/2. 

Ewell, Epsom, Leatherhead and adjoining areas.— 
DOUGLAS, FA.LPA., 10 High Street, Epsom. 
Tel. 2362/4. (Four other offices.) 

Ewell.—WILTSHIRES, Estate Agents, 
tioneers and Valuers, 55 High Street. to Ewell, ieesye. 

Parnham.—H. B. BAVERSTOCK & SON, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 4 Castle Street. Tel. 
5742 (2 lines). 

Farnham.—CUBITT & WEST. Tel. Farnham 5261. 
Valuers, Surveyors, Estate Agents. 

Farnham.—EGGAR & CO., lncerperades Curtis & 
Watson, Surveyors, Auctioneers, Land & Estate Agents, 
74 Castle Street. Tel. 6221/3. And at Alton and 
Basingstoke, Hants. 


SURREY (continued) 
Farnham.—GERMAN, om 1 — CO. (Est. 1903). 


Chartered Auctioneers and S04 Surveyors 
and Veloore i Wer iret “Tel. 


Farnham.— WHITEHEAD WHITEH amal. 
HEWETT & LEE, SE South Serece (Yat wn: 

Godalming.—H. 8. BAVERSTOCK & SON, Chartered 
—- Estate Offices. Tel. 1722 

ines 

Guildford.—_MANN & CO., Est. 1891, 22 Epsom Road, 
Tel. 62911/2. Offices throughout West Surrey. 

af ny me = MORGAN & my. Charcered 
Surveyors, 8 Quarry Street. Tel. 

Guildford.—WHITEHEAD & WMETENEAD, amal 
HEWETT & LEE, 144 High Sereet. (Tel. 2811/2.) 

H. B. BAVERSTOCK & SON, Chartered 

Suamieneere and Estate Agents, 20 High Screet. Tel. 


Haslemere and Hindhead—CUBITT & WEST. Tel. 
Haslemere 2345/6/7, Hindhead 63. Valuers, Surveyors, 
Estate Agents. 

Kingston.—A. G. Ke STEVENS & CO., Est. 1899, 
82 Eden Street. Tel. KIN 0022. 

IGHTINGALE PAGE & BENNETT, Esc. 
Ja see Surveyors, 18 Eden Street. Tel. 


Area BENTALLS 
esrare e OFFices (Lf Sn (LJ Smich, aN ALLA. 6 Perkinaon 


ahs ae pak — 

Leatherhead, Ashtead, Oxshott.—Chas. 

AND CO., Chartered Auctioneers, 36 North Street, 
Leatherhead. (Tel. 3001/2); Ashcead 2382, Oxshott 

Mitcham.—LEONARD DAVEY & HART, Chartered 
Surveyors, Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents, 
Upper Green. Tel. MiTcham 6101/2. 

Oxshott.—W. |. BELL & SON, Chartered Surveyors 
Valuers, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 5! High Street, 
Esher. Tel. Esher 433! (2 lines). 

Redhill and Merstham.—£. H. BENNETT & PARTNERS, 
Sets and Valuers. Tel. Redhill 3672. Merstham 

{5 

Reigate——MARTEN & CARNABY, Surveyors, Auc- 
tioneers and Valuers, 23 Church Screet. Tel. 3361/2. 

Reigate.—PEARSON, COLE & SHORLAND, Surveyors, 
Valuers and Auctioneers. 4 Bell Street, Reigate. Tel. 
4371/2. And at Dorking. 

Richmond.—ACLAND & CO., Estate Agents, Su 
and Valuers. Rents collected. 27 Kew Road (Oppecite 
Richmond Station). Tel. RIC 4811/2. 

Richmond.—PENNINGTONS, 23 The Quadrant, 
Auctions, Valuations, Surveys. Rents collected. Tel. 
RIC 2255 (3 lines). 

Surbiton——. W. WALLAKER & CO., FALPA., 
Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
56/7 Victoria Road, Surbiton, Surrey. Tel. Elmbridge 
5381/4, and at Chessington, Surrey, Shoreham-by-Sea 
“iro cinnmeddeemnun th ]. Peachey, 

Sutton—DOUGLAS GRAHAM & CO., Estate Agents, 
Property Managers, 269 High Street. Tel. baer gg 9 
And at Thornton Heath, and Piccadilly, W 

Sutton.—iDRIS Sorter. i & engnea. F.RACS., cal 
22 The coin 0182 ; and at 30 Ab bbey 


D DAVEY & HART, 
Surveyors, Aucti 


Thornton H 
Estate Agents and 
" . THO 3888 
Piccadilly, W. 


—WILLIAM A. DAVIS & PARTNERS, 
Park Road. Tel. Wallington 2567. 
Walton.—MANN & CO., Est. 1891, it Seren. Tel. 

ee es throughout West Su on 

we 
= cae 
—— ot he 


CHARD 
Geen, MA., FRACS. ¥...£. 
), 45 High Street, Walton-on- 


eybridge.—WARING & co., Ae 1890. 
Auctioneers and Valuers. 


rveyors, Estate Agents, 

Tel. Walton-on-Thames 24/51/2. 

ee te ae , incorporating Ewbank and 
, Ese, 1891. Tel. 3288/9. 


Su 


Co. Offices throughout West 


Surrey. 
Weybridge —EWBANK & CO., in association with Mann 
and Co. Est. 189!. Tel. 2323/5. pig ea 


West Surrey. 
w and District.—j. E. Fans 
Surveyors and Eat 
Road, Weybridge. Tel. 3307 (3 yoy at a 
on-Thames. 


w. "and District—WATERER & SONS, 
raat Aasreeee se Oe ee 


Woking —HOAR & SANDERSON, 5 Church Path 
T /4. Eleven associated Surrey offices. 
(Continued on p. xxil) 


SURREY (continued) 


ba & CO., Est. 1891, Chartered Surveyor 

Tel 6 lines). throu hout West Surrey. 

Woking -MOLDRAM, CLARKE & EDGLEY, Chartered 
Surveyors. Tel. 3419; and at Guildford, 


SUSSEX 


Angmering-on-Sea, Ratlogen, Worthing and 
BERNARD TUCKER & SOW. Esc. 1890. 


L. B. Tucker, F.R.LC.S., F.AJ., G. H. E. Evans, F.AL.PA.. 
W. |. Brown, F.AA. Tels. Rustington |, Worthing 5708/9, 


Storrington 2535 
Arundel and R — & PARTNERS. 
Tei. Arundel 2323, Rustin: 
Bexhill-on-Sea.— JOHN BRAY ny SONS (Est. 1864), 
Estate Agents, Auctioneers and Valuers, | Devonshire 


Square. Tel. 14. 

and Little Common. RICHES & 
GRAY (Est. 1883), Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 25 Sea Road, Bexhill-on-Sea. Tel. 34/5. And 
se Cooden Sea Road, Little Common. Tel. Cooden 


my | ey BEAUMONT, F.R.1.C.S5., F.ALL., 
red Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 35 East Street. Tel. Brighton 20163. 
Brighton.—MELLOR & MELLOR, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, 110 St. James's Street. Tel. 6829/0. 
and Worthing—H. D. S. STILES & CO., 
ACS., FAL rating diploma), 6 Pavilion 
Buildings. Tel. Brighton 23244 (4 lines). 10 King's 
Bench Walk, Temple, E.C.4. Tel. Central 5356. 3 The 
Steyne, Worthing. Tel. Worthing 9192/3. 
Bri RANK STONE & PARTNERS, F.A.L.P.A., 
Queen's Road. Tel. Brighton 29252/3. 
Brighton and Hove.—WiILLIAM WILLETT, LTD. 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 52 Church Road, Hove 
Tel. Hove 34055. London Office, Sloane Square, $.W.!. 


Tel. Sloane 8141. 
Bri, nm, Hove and Svurroundin, Districts — 
AURICE P. HATCHWELL, F.R.LC.S., Fai. Chartered 
Surveyor, Charter: Auctioneer and Estace Agents. 

4 Bartholomews, Brighton, |. Tel. Brighton 23/07. 
Brighton, Hove and Surrounding Districts.— 
C. HORTON LEDGER, F.Al., Established 1685 
Chartered Auctionee: and Estate ‘Agent, Surveyor and 
“ Sussex House,” 126/7 Western Road, Hove, 


Valuer, 
Tel. Sussex 1291. 
and Bognor Regis.—WHITEHEAD & 
WHITEHEAD, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
South wales Chichester. Tel. 303! (5 lines). Station 
Road, Bognor es Tel. 2237 
Crawley —WM ‘OOD, SON & GARDNER, Estate 
Agents, Surveyors and Valuers. Tel. Crawley |. 
ALD BEALE & CO., Auctioneers, 
. Broadway. Tel. 


H. BUDD, LTD., Auctioneers, 

Surveyors, Valuers, | Bolton Road. Tel. 1860. 
—A. C. DRAYCOTT, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, 12 Gildredge Road. Tel. Eastbourne, 


Eactbourne.—HEFFORD & HOLMES, F.A1., Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 5! Gildredge Road. 
Tel. Eastbourne 7840. 

Eastbourne.—OAKDEN & CO., Estate Agents, Auc- 
tioneers and Valuers, 24 Cornfield Road. Est. 1897. 
Tel. 1234/5. 

Eastbourne and District.—FARNHAM & CO., 
Auctioneers, Estate ts and Valuers, 6 & 44 Terminus 

Road, Eastbourne. Tel. 4433/4/5. Branch at 73 fast- 

bourne wont, Lower Willingdon, and 4 Grand Parade, 


rs. P. J. MAY (P. |. May and 
— L. AL Apthors. Fric R.LCS., F.AjA., M.RSan.1), 2 London 
East Grinstead 315/6. 
East oS venand TORR. RUDGE & TURNER, 
Surveyors. Tel. East Grinstead 700/! 

Hassocks and M YLING & STRUDWICK, 
Chartered a Tel. Hassocks 882/3. 

H St. Leonards and East Sussex.DYER & 
OVERTON (H. B. Dyer, 0.5.0., FARLCS., FAL; 
Ff. R. Hynard, F.RI.CS.), Consultan: Chartered 
Surveyors, Estd. 1892. 6-7 Havelock Road, Hastings. 
Tel. 5661 (3 lines). 

East Sussex.—WEST 


"(Godrey St. Leonards and 
pe . gs yr = coy & HICKMAN, Sg 


Pnacntne. eenah and District —DA AY & SONS, 
Auctioneers and Su iors, 115 South Road. Tel. 1580. 
And at Brighton and 

Ha Heath and Mid-Sussex.—BRADLEY AND 

oo Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 


Horshern.—KING & CHASEMORE, Chartered Surveyors, 
Auctioneers, Valuers, Land and Estate Agents. Tel. 
Horsham 3355 (3 lines). 

Horsham.—WELLER & CO., Surveyors, Auctioneers, 
Veluers, Estace Agents. Tel. Horsham 331!. And at 
Guildford, Cranleigh and Henfield 

Heove—DAVID £. DOWLING. FA.L.P.A., Auctioneer, 
Surveyor, Valuer & Estate Agent, 75 Church Road, 
Hove. bes Hove 37213 (3 lines). 

Hove.—PARSONS, SON & BASLEY (W. R. Bagh + 
F.RALCS., F.A..), 173 Church Road, Hove. . 4564, 





Please mention “* THe Sovicrtors’ JourNaAL ” when replying to Advertisements 





“ The Solicitors’ Journal” 
Friday, November 24, 1961 








REGISTER OF 


Auctioneers, Valuers, Surveyors, Land and Estate Agents 








SUSSEX (continued) 


porated A oe ie S bee 
uctionvers, . Surveyors and 
sluers, 65 Sackville Road. Tel. Hove 31822. 
Souwthwick.—DEACON & CO., 
a Pp 48440. 
. C. DRAYCOTT, ‘Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, 8 8-14 South Street, Lancing, Sussex. 
Tel. omens = 
Mid-Sussex.—CLIFFORD DANN, 8.Sc., 
PRLS. F.AL., kes drei yr Fg 4375. And 


erates and Uck 
Seatord —W. . G. F. SWAYNE, F.A.L, Chartered Auc- 
tioneer Estate io Surveyor and Valuer, 


3 Chacon PI Place. Tel. 
—- oy ng tay Ee hd 


est W 

CARTER, F.ALPA., 110 George V Avenue, West 
Worthing. Tel. 8686/7. And at 6 Montague Place, 
Worthing. Tel. 6264/5. 

Worthing. —A. C. DRAYCOTT, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate ts, 8-14 South Street, Lancing, Sussex. 
Tel. Lancing q 

Worthi TREET & MAURICE, formerly EYDMANN, 
- & BRIDGE (Est. 1864), 14 Chapel Road. Tel. 


wi AWKER & CO., Chartered Surveyors, 
tmery ny Worthing. Tel. Worthing 1136 and Tis7. 

w Lp Stew & CO., Est. over a century. 
Tel. 5 Chapel Road. 

Worthing. —jOHN D. SYMONDS & CO., Chartered 
Su Revenue Buildings, Chapel Road. Tel. 
Wi 1g 623/4. 


WARWICKSHIRE 
ingham and District.—SHAW, GILBERT & CO., 
Birmingham, 2. idtand (4 lines). 
Coventry.-GEORGE LOVEITT & "Sons (Est. 1643), 


Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents, 29 Warwick 
Row. Tel. 306 1 /2/3/4. 


WARWICKSHIRE (continued) 
Coventry.—CHAS. 8B. ODELL & _ (Est. 1901), 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers and Estate Agents, 

53 Hertford Street. Tel. 22037 (4 lines 
ee RUSLOVE & HARRIS, 


Auctioneers Head Office: 
38/40 Warwick Street, Pye tor Spa. Tel. 186! 


(2 lines). 
Sutton ANTRILL SMITH & CO., 4 and 
6 High Screet. Tel, SUT a (5 lines). 


WESTMORLAND 
hoot —-e ome yoo. Auctioneers and 
aivers, 4 3 
Windertnore.— PROCTER & BIRKBECK (Ese. 1841), 
Auctioneers, Lake Road. Tel. 688. 
WILTSHIRE 
~— and 
OWARD, 
i BILLING: 
Estate 


Street 14 te A ae Street, Bath. Tel. 
Bath ich 3150, 3584, ae ee sie 
Area (Wi —-, 


7) and Hants 

sion SERMAN & aN fee, 1840), Land 

ne Viel Remebory 36072, 
: ry 


rveyors, 
Ramsbury, Nr. Morlvorcegt 
And at Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Burton-on-Trent and Derby. 


WORCESTERSHIRE 
Kidderminster.—CATTELL & YOUNG, 3! Worcester 
Street. Tel. 3075 and 3077. And also at Droitwich Spa 
and Tenbury Wells. 
Kidderminster, Droitwich, Worcester —G. HERBERT 
BANKS, 28 Worcester Street, —— Tels. 


Tels. 2084/5. 
w 


Chartered Auctioneers, etc., 
Tel. 5194/5. 
YORKSHIRE 
Bradford——NORMAN R. GEE & —. 72/74 
Market Street, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 
Tel. 27202 (2 lines). And at Keighley. 


YORKSHIRE (continued) 
Bradford.—DAVID WATERHOUSE & NEPHEWS, F.A.!. 
House, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Est. 1844. Tel. 22622 (3 lines). 
H 'Y & SON, F.A.L.P.A. (incorporating Officer 
and Field), Valuers, Estate Agents, 70 George Street. 


Tel. 3399 
R, 4 eg Chartered Surveyors, 
132 Albion Street, Leeds, |. Tel. 30171. 
Ng HARLAND & SONS, 
4 Aberdeen Walk, Scarborough. . 
Sheffield.—HENRY SPENCER & SONS 
4 Paradise Street, Sheffield. Tel. 25206. And at 20 The 
Square, Retford, Notts. Tel. 531/2. And 9! Bridge 
Sereet, Worksop. Tel. 2654. 


Auctioneers, 


SOUTH WALES 


Cardifl.—DONALD ANSTEE & CO., Chartered Survey- 
ors, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 91 Sc. Mary Street, 

Tal 30429. 
—* HERN & CRABTREE, Auctioneers and 
over a century. 93 St. Mary 


ee 29383. 
cardi T. SAUNDERS & son. Chartered Auction- 
t. 5. 16 Dumfries Place, 
a oy Tel. /5, and Windsor Chambers, Penarth. 


Cardif.—_jJNO. OLIVER WATKINS & FRANCIS, 
Chartered Auctioneers, ate Surveyors, 
1t Dumfries Place. Tel. 33489, 
wansea.—e. = HUSBANDS, F.A.1., 139 Walter 


Read. Tei. 1. 

Y SAMUEL, LEEDER & SON 
=. 1863), Chartered Surveyors, Estate Agents and 
— 49 Manse! Screet, Swansea. Tel. 5589! 


NORTH WALES 


Denbighshire —_ Flintshire.—HARPER WEBB & CO., 

paarrarers ae Wi H. Nightingale & Son), Chartered 
White Friars, Chester. el. 20685. 

Wales and Border Counties.— 

aes MENT JONES | & CO., F.A.1., Chartered Auctioneers 


and Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers. The Estate 
Offices, 43 Regent Street, Wrexham. Tel. 3483/4. 














WHEN SELLING 
STAMPS 


Executors will find com- 
ete security in the H. R. 
ARMER Auctions. 
More than 3,000 leading 
Philatelists are regular 
buyers at H. R. Harmer’s 
weekly sales in London 
and New York. Realisa- 
tions are consistently the 
highest in philatelic 
auctioneering. 


Valuations for insurance, export, probate or sale. 
are accepted by all authorities. Fees are remitted 
in full if sale instructions are given within two years 
of appraisal. 

Prospective Vendors cannot do better than place 
their interest in H. R. Harmer’s hands. Write for 
leaflet which gives full particulars of sale by auction 
or private treaty, commission terms, insurance 
arrangements, etc. 

If you wish to buy fine stamps, write for a catalogue 
— ion blank and leaflet giving particulars of 

. Harmer service. 
International 


" R. WARMER, LTD., susier! 


41 NEW BOND STREET, LONDON, W.i 
and at New Yor« and Sypney. [Tel.: Mayfair 0218 








. 9 Tie TOLL OF THE SEA 


| During the last two stg this Society cared 

| for 533 Survivors 64 vessels and gave 
immediate relief to 250 dependants of 

men lost at sea during that period. 


| 
| Last year alone over 3,100 seamen, 
| fishermen and their families were assisted. 


Relief expenditure for the year £42,000. 
Please help this National work. 


Legacies are particularly welcome 
| SHIPWRECKED Fishermen ana 
MARINERS’ aoya! Benevoiont 
SOCIETY 


(09) 16 Wilfred St, WESTMINSTER, LONDON, $.W.1 
Patron : H.M. THE QUEEN 














THE STAR & GARTER HOME 
For Disabled Sailors, Soldiers and Airmen 
PATRON - HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN 
On average, nearly £30,000 is needed 
each year to meet the difference 
between known expenditure and 
dependable income. 

THE HOME, WHICH IS AN INDEPENDENT 
CHARITY, RELIES ON FURTHER LEGACIES 
TO FILL THIS GAP. 


wane Ao oe available from 
the Commandant ( Dept. S.J.) 
Star and Garter Home, Richmond, Surrey 











The Gentlewomen’s Work 
and Help Society (Inc.) 


Estas.usnep 1891 


requests your help to cover 
increasing costs of Students’ 
Training, Annuities for the 
elderly and the maintenance 
of the Needlecraft Depot 


Annual Report available on request to : 
The Secretary, 1 King Street, Ridgefield, 
Manchester, 2 








The engine driver 
that never was 


The nearest Peter can hope to get to 
driving a train is to propel himself in 
his own wheel chair. He came to Ashley 
House, the Shaftesbury Society’s resi- 
dential centre for severely handicapped 
y men, in 1957, condemned to 
s) his life on his back. But now 
Peter is mobile — he can wheel himself 
to the shops alone. 

The young men at Ashley House 
share each others’ interests and occupa- 
tions. They know the strength and 
comfort of Christian fellowship — 
factors which contribute to good medical 
results. Please will you help us in this 
work? Every penny makes life a little 
brighter and more bearable for the 
physically handicapped in our schools 
and homes. 


THE 


Shaftesbury 
SOCIETY 


112 REGENCY STREET, LONDON, 8..W.1 
Reg. under the Nat. Assist. Act 1948 




















PRIVATE INVESTIGATIONS 
BURR & WYATT 
LIMITED 
STRAND, LONDON, W.C.2 
rs of 


Association of British Detectives 
Associated American Detective Agencies 
Associate of Licensed Detectives af New York State 


4 CLEMENT'S INN, 
HOLbern 1982 (4 lines 
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PUBLIC NOTICES 


ESHER URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL 


SENIOR ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 


\pplications are invited for appointment to 
the above-mentioned post at a commencing 
salary according to the qualifications and 
experience of the successful applicant within 
J.N.C. Scale “B” (£1,570 to £1,670 per 
annum). Applicants, who should be mature 
admitted Solicitors, must have an all-round 
knowledge of the work of a Clerk’s Depart- 
ment, with an aptitude for advocacy, both 
in Court and at Inquiries, particularly 
Planning. 

Further particulars obtainable from the 
undersigned to whom applications, stating 
age, experience and qualifications and the 
names and addresses of two referees should 
be submitted by 4th December, 1961. 

A. G. CHAMBERLIN, 
Clerk of the Council. 
Council Offices, 
Esher, 
Surrey. 


OGMORE AND GARW URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL 


LEGAL AND GENERAL CLERK 


\pplications are invited for the appoint- 
ment of Legal and General Clerk at a salary 
within A.P.T. Grades I/II (£645-{960 per 
annum) according to ability and experience. 
Local Government experience not essential 
but applicants should have good knowledge 
of Conveyancing. 

N.J.C. Conditions of Service, the post is 
superannuable and the Council operates a 
5-day week. 

Applications, giving age, particulars of 
experience and the names and addresses of 
two referees, to be received by me not later 
than 11th December, 1961. 

ROY HUNTER, 
Clerk of the Council. 
Council Offices, 
Brynmenyn, 
Glam. 


WILLENHALL URBAN DISTRICT 


COUNCIL 
CLERK’S DEPARTMENT 
APPOINTMENT OF LEGAL ASSISTANT 


Applicants must have sound experience in 
conveyancing and allied matters and be capable 
of working with minimum supervision. Local 
Government experience not essential. Housing 
accommodation available and two-thirds 
removal expenses paid. Salary: A.P.T. 
Grade III (£960-41,140, but maximum salary 
considered for right applicant). Appointment 
is subject to National Scheme of Conditions 
of Service and to one month’s notice on either 
side. 

Applications, with names of two referees, 
should reach the undersigned by the 
7th December, 1961. 

JOHN R. RIDING, 
Clerk of the Council. 
Town Hall, 
Willenhall, 
Staffs. 
2ist November, 1961. 





HAMPSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL 

Applications are invited for the appoint- 
ment on the staff of the Clerk of the County 
Council of an ASSISTANT SOLIcIToR, with 
previous experience in Local Government, 
preferably with a County or County Borough 
Council, at a salary within Scale F (£2,015- 
£2,345). Commencing salary will be fixed 
according to qualifications and experience. 
Separation allowance and assistance with 
removal expenses will be paid in approved 
Applications, giving full particulars of age, 
education, qualifications and experience and 
the names of two referees, should reach the 
Clerk of the County Council, The Castle, 
Winchester, by 11th December. 


BOROUGH OF BRENTFORD 
AND CHISWICK 
CONVEYANCING ASSISTANT 

Applications invited from unadmitted con- 
veyancing Clerks for this post on salary range 
£1,005 to £1,355 per annum commencing 
according to age and experience. 

Provision of housing accommodation will be 
considered. 

Write full details to undersigned. 

W. F. J. CHURCH, 
Town Clerk. 
Town Hall, 
Chiswick, W.4. 


COUNTY OF GLAMORGAN 
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 


Applications are invited for the appointment 
of Assistant Solicitor, J.N.C. Grade C (£1,560- 
£1,825) in my Office. Considerable experience 
in Local Government or good general practice, 
and advocacy is essential. The commencing 
salary may be above the minimum of the scale. 
Five-day week. Motor Car Allowance. A 
lodging allowance at the rate of £130 per year 
may be payable in certain circumstances. 

Application forms (to be returned by 
4th December) and further particulars obtain- 
able from me. 

RICHARD JOHN, 
Clerk of the Peace and 
of the County Council. 
Glamorgan County Hall, 
Cardiff. 


CITY OF BIRMINGHAM 


Applications are invited for the following 

appointment in the Town Clerk’s Office :— 
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 
Scale B: £1,470-£1,670 

Candidates need not have Local Government 
experience and recently qualified applicants 
will be considered. The Solicitor appointed 
will be engaged on conveyancing and general 
legal work in the Town Clerk’s Office. Good 
prospects of promotion. Five-day week. Post 
pensionable. Medical examination. 

Applications, accompanied by copies of not 
more than three testimonials, should be 
delivered to me by the 15th December, 1961. 
Canvassing disqualifies. 

T. H. PARKINSON, 
Town Clerk. 

Council House, 

Birmingham, 1. 
November, 1961. 





METROPOLITAN BOROUGH OF 
STEPNEY 
APPOINTMENT OF ASSISTANT 
SOLICITOR 


Applications are invited from Solicitors who 
are anxious to make Local Government theit 
career. Good conveyancing and general 
experience necessary but previous Local Govern 
ment experience not essential Post 
scope and is superannuable. 

Commencing salary according to experience 
will be within scale £1,355 to £1,525 per annum 
Five-day week. 

Applications giving details of age, qualifica 
tions, education and experience, together with 
the names of three referees, should be made 
to the undersigned 


WILFRED REEVE 


Town Clerk 


otters 


Municipal Offices, 
227-233 Commercial Road, 
Stepney, E.1 


ST. PANCRAS BOROUGH COUNCIL 
APPOINTMENT OF ASSISTANT 
SOLICITOR 

Applications invited from admitted solicitors 
for above appointment—A.P.T. V. (£1,310 
£1,480, plus London weighting allowance, 
according age) November Finalists will be 
considered, especially those with local govern- 
ment experience 

Applicants must disclose if related to any 
member or senior officer of the Council. 
Canvassing disqualifies. No housing accom 
modation. Apply by letter with full particulars 
of qualifications, present and previous appoint 
ments, experience and names of three referees 
not later than first post on 4rH DECEMBER. 

R. C. E. AUSTIN, 
Town Clerk 
St. Pancras Town Hail, 
Euston Koad, 
London, N.W.1. 


APPOINTMENTS VACANT 


‘bys Solicitors require Managing Clerk for 
Conveyancing department; preferably 
fully experienced and capable of undertaking 
work without supervision, but less experienced 
assistant would be considered; good salary 
appropriate to general capability of applicant. 
—Box 8207, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ITIGATION Clerk—-mainly Divorce and a 

few accidents—5-day week. Bedford Row 
£750-{£850 commencing.— Box 8210, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


nye required to develop and control 
legal department, as part of multiple 
company’s organisation. Sound knowledge of 
County Court and Hire Purchase procedure 
essential, together with practical business 
ability. Minimum basis of remuneration 
1,500 p.a. with considerable scope. Pension 
heme in operation.—Box 8216, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 

Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 
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APPOINTMENTS VACANT—continued Py EST SUES. seltent Solicitor required 
EDIUM-SIZED City firm require Assistant to take charge of Litigation Department. 
4 Solicitor for Conveyancing department ; Possibility of partnership later. Salary 
must be able and willing to undertake con according to experience but not less than 
siderable volume of work; age preferably | £1,250.—Box 8228, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
under 30 ; commencing salary up to {1,250 p.a House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C4. 
congenial office good prospects Box 8206 ios, : ‘ 
Solicitors’ Journal, Ovyez House, Breams | QOLICITOR required by old-established and 
Building, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 \J expanding Group of Property and Merchant 
Banking Companies to take charge of all legal 
YOSTS lerk required by leading City | Work. Should have sound practical know- 
J firm. Salary up to /1,100 Pension | ledge of conveyancing and be accustomed to 
Scheme. Luncheon vouchers. Three weeks’ | 2ct on own initiative. Progressive position 
holiday. Write Box 8211, Solicitors’ Journal, | With salary according to experience. Pleasant 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, | Offices in St. James's area.—Box 8227, 


E.C4. | Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams | 


Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 
ee JUGH solicitors require first 


class inadmitted conveyancing and I] ARROW Solicitors urgently require Mana- 


probate clerk Excellent prospects. Salary ging Clerk or qualified Assistant. Mainly 
by arrangement.—Write Box 8222. Solicitors’ | Conveyancing but some litigation experience 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, | essential. Please write stating full details of 
Fetter Lane E.C.4 | age, experience and salary required.— Box 8069, 

| Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
yj SOLICITORS require experienced | Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 

Conveyancing Managing Clerk, able to | : “<= : p = 
handle a volume of work without supervision. | | EADING Solicitors require (a) Young 
Salary according to experience but in the | Assistant Solicitor. Some prospects of 
region of {£1,500—1,600 would be paid to | future partnership. (0) Conveyancing Clerk, 
suitable applicant.—Write with details of | (¢) Litigation Clerk. (d) Articled Clerk. No 
experience to Box 8224, Solicitors’ Journal, | Premium. — Salary. State experience and 
Ovez House, Breams Buildings. Fetter Lane, | $4/aTy required.—Box 7970, Solicitors’ Journal, 
EC4 Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 

E.C.4 
YROYDON solicit juire ac j 

unadmitte nveyanc o | G@ W.1 SOLICITORS require admitted or 
work under prin J vn room and Jeunadmitted Assistant experienced in con 
Good sal rt 1] Dt ; i uncing and probate and capable of working 
right applican Write Bo» 2 olicitors 
journal, Oyez House, Breams Suildings, ed work in rapidly expanding practice 
Fetter Lane. E.C.4 Excellent salary for the right man or woman 


3 weeks’ annual holiday, 5-day week, L.V.’s 


ITY Solicitors require admitted or unad- | Write giving full details of education and | 
J mitted Convevan ing Clerk Write stating | experience to Box 8233, Solicitors’ Journal, | 


full particulars.—Box C 331, c/o Walter Judd, | Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
Ltd., 47 Gresham Street, E.C.2. | E.C.4 


PFIZER LIMITED 


Legal Assistant 


The Company is engage the Pharmaceutical and Fine Chemical Industry 
and has an impressive record of expansion over the past few years. A further 
acancy has arisen in the Company's Legal Department at Sandwich for a Legal 
Assistant, who will be required to undertake a wide variety of work in the 
Commercial and Company Law fields 

The post calls for a man—aged 24-28—who is a Barrister or Solicitor, called 
or admitted in England. He should be a University Graduate with a First or 
Second Class Honours Degree, and preferably have some experience since 
qualifying—-not necessarily in industry or commerce 

This position offers an attractive and progressive salary, together with 
membership of non-contributory Pension and Life Assurance Schemes. The 
Company will meet removal expenses of the successful candidate and a Housing 
Assistance Scheme is in operation 


Applications are invited They should be addressed to 
THE CHIEF PERSONNEL OFFICER 
PFIZER LIMITED, Sandwich, Kent 


MOTI TEP EERE IRAE Sone: 


ZEeGYVGROUP 


CHEMICALS - PHARMACEUTICALS - VACCINES 
AGRICULTURAL & VETERINARY PRODUCTS 


‘ 3 


Please mention 


th little or no supervision Interesting and | 





British Insulated Callender’s Cables 
Limited require 


SOLICITOR 


7 


aged 25—27 years, as Legal Assistant 
to serve under the Head of the 
Legal Department, who is a practi 
sing Solicitor. Commencing salary 
of up to 41,250 p.a. Contributory 
Pension Fund. Commercial experi 
ence useful but not essential in a 
candiate otherwise act eptable 


Applications should be sent to the 
Staff Manager, BICC Limited, 
21 Bloomsbury Street, London 
W.C.1. 


No reference will be made to present 
employers save after interview and 
with the applicant’s consent 











ene partner, preferably with capital and 
degree, is sought for expanding, lively, 
century-old general practice in Southern Kent. 
Principal still going strong, but fair chance for 
young entry to increase its share reasonably 
| soon. Practice at present carries 4/5 solicitors. 
Box 8175, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


| pe rye Solicitors with substan- 
tial offices at Eltham, S.E.9, and Welling, 
| require lady or gentleman to assist chief 
| book-keeper. Training can be given.— 
Box 8196, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


| EIGH-ON-SEA. Progressive Private 
4 Practice—Experienced admitted or 
| unadmitted Conveyancing Assistant required. 
| Pension Scheme. Congenial working condi- 
| tions. Write stating experience Box 8208, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez Hous« Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 
| i EADING City of London Solicitors require 
| JJ conveyancing Solicitor of outstanding 
ability and experience, remuneration will be 
|} commensurate Write details and age to 
tox 443, Reynell’s, 44 Chancery Lane, W.C.2. 


NAST MIDLANDS.—Old-established firm 
Si require unadmitted Managing Clerk able to 
work with minimum supervision Mainly 
Conveyancing Some Probate Salary 
according to experience.— Box 8231, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams_ Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4, 


UNIOR Assistant Male) required in 
| &’ Cashiers’ Department of leading firm of 
City Solicitors. Good salary and prospects. 
Box 8238, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 

Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


ONVEYANCING Manager Berkshire 

J Solicitors require unadmitted man with 

| sufficient conveyancing experience to work with 
| only general supervision immediately and 
eventually to fill the position of Conveyancing 
| Managing Clerk. Good opportunity for hard 
worker Box 8234, Solicitors’ Journal, Ovez 

House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 
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APPOINTMENTS VACANT—continued 


YOUTHEND-ON-SEA.—Assistant Solicitor 

required by established firm with large 
general practice. Must be good Advocate in 
Magistrates’ Courts and County Courts and 
experienced in litigation. Good _ salary. 
Partnership prospects. Opportunity for right 
man.—Write with full details to Box 8232, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


LD-ESTABLISHED family practice in 
Lincoln's Inn requires solicitor with a view 
to early salaried partnership and eventually 
succession. Emphasis at first on litigation 
and probate. Commencing salary up to £1,500 
per annum 30x 8235, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4 
M\HE National Guarantee and Suretyship 
Association Limited require an assistant 
for their legal department in London. The 
work is varied and interesting and the post is 
pensionable with good prospects.— Please give 
full information as to age, qualifications, etc., 
by letter marked ‘“‘ Private "’ to the Manager, 
17 Charlotte Square, Edinburgh. 


|| prewndoherg Solicitors require shortly an 
Assistant, admitted or unadmitted, willing 
and able to take charge in absence of Principal. 
4 good salary will be paid, and there are 
definite prospects. The position is particularly 
suitable for an applicant residing in or near 
Brighton Apply Box 8236, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams_ Buildings, 


Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 
| e+ SUSSEX Coast.—Young Assistant 
Solicitor required by medium-sized firm to 
undertake advocacy and litigation. Com- 
mencing salary from {1,000 per annum. Write 
with details of experience.—Box 8237, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


EATHERHEAD-DORKING area.—-Solici- 
tor with good general experience required 
by established firm, as assistant with prospects 
of partnership.—Box 8241, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 


E.C.4 
A SOLICITOR with some experience since 
4 admission is required as an Assistant in the 
Legal Department of an Industrial Company 
in Central London Commencing salary 
according to age and experience. There are 
Pension and Life Assurance Schemes. Please 
give details of education, age and experience. 
Applications should be addressed to Box 8242, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ers! ANT Solicitor required for general 
44 country practice, West of England. 
Would suit newly admitted man. Salary 
according to experience.—Box 8243, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4 ‘ 


(PUMPORARY Assistant required by West 


London Suburban Solicitor for three 
months. Suit newly admitted man or retired 
Managing Clerk.— Box 8245, Solicitors’ Journal 
wen House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 


NONVEYANCING Clerks with experience 
/ required by old-established Solicitors at 
Romford and Ilford. Commencing salary up 

to £1,000 per annum according to age and 

experience.—Box 8246, Solicitors’ Journal, 

oe House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
C4 
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\ EST COUNTRY.—Assistant Solicitor 
required, with good all-round experience. 
Prospects of partnership. Salary according to 
experience.—Box 8244, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane 
E.C.4. 


APPOINTMENTS WANTED 
OLICITOR (27), admitted October, LL.B., 
seeks position in general practice in Sussex 
or London. Moderate salary acceptable 
during the first three months to gain convey- 
ancing experience.—Box 8239, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


| ype be Clerk, unadmitted, 30 years’ 
experience conveyancing, some probate 
and litigation, at present in London, desires 
change to South Coast or country. Box 8247, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ECRETARY /Litigation Assistant, substan- 

tial experience, divorce, criminal and 
county court work, including taxation, mini- 
mum supervision, first-class shorthand /typist, 
130/60, seeks employment London or South. 
Accommodation appreciated. Box 8248, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


OLICITOR, accustomed to dealing with 
large volume of conveyancing, would be 
glad to undertake part time work for large 
commercial firm.—Box 8249, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 
ETIRED Solicitor would be glad to under- 
take Conveyancing work at home for 
overworked solicitors Fees moderate.— 
Box 8250, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


MORTGAGES 
PLAY SAFE—-PUT IT IN THE HANDS OF 
PETER G. HIRSCH & CO., LTD. 
8 BRUNSWICK PLACE, HOVE 
Tel. ; 71398/9 


Sussex Leading Mortgage Brokers 


MORTGAGE ADVANCES AND BUILDING FINANCE 
uP TO 100 PER CENT. 
BRIDGING FINANCE 
House PURCHASE FROM 5} PER CENT. 


Second Mortgages Any amount 


MORTGAGE FUNDS 


WE offer a specialised service re mortgage 
advances on Shop Properties, Factories 
and Houses over £10,000. Sums also available 
for Building and Industrial development.— 
MILLER SMITH AND PARTNERS, 139 Park 
Lane, W.1. Tel.: MAYfair 7081-4. 





MORTGAGES 


available 
FOR PERIODS UP TO 
FIVE YEARS 


MORTIMER FINANCE 
93 Mortimer Street, W.1 
MUSevum 0709 AND 0700 











| 


MORTGAGE FUNDS REQUIRED 


APFORTGAGES required for our applicants 

Sums of {1,000/£10,000 on owner occupied 
houses. Also larger amounts on investment 
property, viz. : blocks of shops, houses, 
factories, etc. Two-thirds value required 
at 74%. Full scale legal and survey charges 
paid. Occasionally other applicants require 
second mortgages at 10%. £200//1,000 where 
there is ample equity. Write fully._-Welsford, 
Morgan & Co. (Mortgage Brokers since 1508), 
986 London Road, Thornton Heath, Surrey, 
or Tel.: THO 2135. 


MORTGAGES REQUIRED 
ANTED 


W valued at 


MAY fair 4460 


£38,000 on business pr 
£149,000 Tele 


yperties 
phone 


PROPERTY INVESTMENTS 

INVESTMENTS REQUIRED 
gp ckey enquiries in hand for good-class 
4% shop investments, blocks of flats, freehold 
ground rents and weekly investments of all 
types.—Details in confidence to Cowdrey, 
Phipps & Hollis, F.A.L.P.A., Investment 
Department, 140 Park Lane, Marble Arch, W.1, 
MAY fair 1329 (2 lines) 





PROPERTY OWNERS... 


Should consider this carefully, in 
case proposed legislation makes it 


..+- TOO LATE 


Progressive Property Company 
(London Quotation) will buy Immediately 
for Cash and/or Shares, Companies or 
Individual Holdings of First Class Shop 
and Commercial Property, for Permanent 
Investment. 


VERY LARGE FUNDS AVAILABLE 


Particulars in confidence or request 

for interview to chairman, Box 8230 

Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 

Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.CA 


ALL LETTERS WILL BE ACKNOWLEDGED 














BUILDING LAND WANTED 


AND WANTED for housing Home 

Counties. 2/50 acres. Agents retained 
and reinstructed. Planning applications and 
appeals undertaken..-TRUE BOND HOMES, 
LTD., 342 Richmond Road, East Twickenham. 


(POP 6231). 


VALUATIONS 


Pg cage AND MODERN FURNITURE, 
Silver, Porcelain, Pictures, Books and all 
descriptions of Chattel Property VALUED 
FOR PROBATE, INSURANCE OR FAMILY 
DIVISION, or, if desired, included in specialised 
auction sales. Sales also arranged by tender 
or private treaty.—Phillips, Son & Neale, 
7 Blenheim Street, New Bond Street, W.1. 
Telephone No. : MAY fair 2424. Est. 1796. 
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MARAT IDS 


YVARRINGTON 
J best prices for 
and Gold sent fo 
will call to estimate 
Valuations for 
1360 Regent 
REG. 3727 


ge apenas LIFE 
TIES and UNQUOTED SHARES. 
H. E. Foster and Cranfield, 6 Poultry, E.C.2, 
specialise in the valuation of these interests 
for probate purposes. Established 1843. 


Ty 

\ etc., for Probate, Insurance, 
purposes. Sales arranged if required. 
attendance, any distance.—J. Nutter, 
Manor Farmhouse, Wendover, Bucks. 
3362). 


continued 

LTD will give 
Jewellery, Silver 
our representative 
larget quantities 
etc 


Tel. : 


co 
tems of 
onter, or 
for 
bate, 
London, 


Insurance, 


W.1 


and all 
Prompt 


(Tel. : 





TRADE VALUATIONS 
STOCKS & FIXTURES 
SALE OR PROBATE 


Extensive staff of expert valuers 
available at short notice 


ALL MAIN DISTRIBUTIVE 
TRADES 


ORRIDGE & CO. 


184 STRAND, LONDON, W.C.2 
Telephone: TEMple Bar 9212/3 and 6340 


Branch offices in Lancashire, Yorkshire, 
Hampshire, Glamorgan and 
Warwickshire 


Members of 


VALUERS SINCE 1846 


leading professional bodies 











FINANCIAL 
AMPLE FUNDS AVAILABLE 


ng and other sh 
" | requirements 
GWENT AND WEST FINANCE 
COMPANY LIMITED 
Merchant Bankers 
23 Windsor Plac« 
CARDIF! 


For your b rt-term 





ABANDON DELAYS 


READY MADE 
COMPANIES 


(guaranteed “no trading’’) 


£20 2020 scisin 


(over 200 in stock) 


By Return of Post to Country or 
delivery immediately in London. 
Free draft on application. 


LEWIS, COATES & LUCAS, LTD 


LAW STATIONERS 
6-9 Surrey Street, Strand, W.C,2 


TEMple Bar 6927 (4 lines) 











Please mention ‘ 


| trading (England or Scotland) ; 


POLICIES, ANNUI- | 


ALUATIONS of general chattels, antiques, | 


Old | 


| municate with Mrs 
} Road, 


] AVIS OF PORT STREET, 





| 64/65 St. 


| pur hased 


| Box 8240, 
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BARGAIN, £25 
ready-made Co. 


complete, brand new 
Regns. Guaranteed no 
all trades 
available now, including Property Dealing ; 
Mining/Quarrying; Garages ; Electrical ; 
Glass/China; Drapers; Packers; Plastics ; 
H.P. Finance ; Salvage; Banking, Nominees ; 
Secretarial ; Stocks /Shares ; Property ; 


A 


each trade). 
Registrations) BUSINESS ECONOMY Co., 
Regns., Ltd. (Dept. 14) ; 156 Strand, London, 
W.C.2 (Tem. 8377/2294) ; 
tions to 19 Walker 
(Cal. 1167/9). 
as a limited Company” (3/- 
Ltd. Co. may save you personal tax. 
also have seven days Co. Regn. service with 


Street, Edinburgh, 3 


INFORMATION REQUIRED 
SAMUEL SAMUELS, Deceased 


Will any Solicitor holding Deeds or any 


| information concerning Properties held by the 


above (for probate purposes) please com- 
R. G. Cohen, 3 Borrowdale 
Liverpool, 15, or Messrs. Silverbeck & 


Co., Solicitors, 61 Lord Street, Liverpool 


PERSONAL 


PICCADILLY 

MANCHESTER, 1.—For fine furniture 
at manufacturers prices. Walk round our 
three large showrooms, which are open daily 
until 6 p.m. (Wednesday and Saturday 
included). We are stockists of all the latest 
designs of furniture, carpets, mattresses, 
divans. 10-year guarantee. Also all domestic 
electrical equipment, etc. Special concession 
and credit facilities to members of the legal 
profession. Write to us for whatever you 
want—we can supply. No other introduction 
required. Tel.: CEN 0638. 


Jewellers, 
jewellery, 

without 
consignments 


LTD., Crown 


( ARRARD & CO., 
prices for 


I offer the highest 
silver and gold articles. Offers, 
ation, will be sent for 
received at 112 Regent Street, 
For larger quantities of silver, 
visit you upon request. 


NAMEPLATES 


TAMEPLATES in bronze or brass. Quick 
4‘ delivery and efficient service our speciality ; 
competitive prices. Send details of your 
requirements to Syncronol Industries, Ltd., 
Mary’s Butts, Reading. 


ARTICLES FOR SALE 


DVERTISER returning to 


blig 
London, W.1 
our buyers will 


Australia will 


| 4\ offer for sale for delivery end of December, 


Clare 
All 
Also 


Granby bedroom suite 
dining-room suite by Wrighton, etc. 
within last two _ years. 
T.V., Frigidaire, etc. 
View at Cheam, 
Solicitors’ Journal, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 


by Cox & Co.; 


17-inch Pye 
pplication Surrey. 
Oyez House, 
E.C.4. 


LECTURES 


COLLEGE, Basinghall 
London, E.C.2, Tel. MONarch 
Four lectures on “‘ LORD HIGH CHANCEL- 
LORS OJ] GREAT BRITAIN 
[IRELAND ” by Mr. Jon Harvey, by arrange 
ment with Mr. Richard O’Sullivan, Q.C., 
late Gresham Lecturer in Law, on Monday to 
Thursday, 27th to 30th November. 
Lectures are FREE and begin at 5.45 p.m. 


( Y RESHAM Street, 


[He Soricitors’ JOURNAL ” 


Scottish Registra- | 


Read “Advantages of trading | 


post free). | 
We 


| LAW & COMMERCIAL 
| Chansitor House, 
Invest- | 
ments ; Caravans, etc. (specially prepared for | 
Write, phone or call (English | 


| London, 
| your own choice of name {21 (plus stamp | ndon 


| duty). 


INQUIRIES & PROCESS SERVING 


ROCESS SERVING and Inquiry Work 
undertaken. Efficient service, moderate 
charges and Country-wide coverage. 
ENQUIRIES, 
38 Chancery Lane, 
CHAncery 6059. 


LTD. 
London, 


W.C.2. 


TYPING, ETC. 
EGAL TYPING including STENORETTE, 
PHILIPS and ALL TAPE TRANSCRIP- 
TIONS. Engrossing, Abstracting, Photo- 
Copying. DUPLICATING letters, drafts, 
Abstracts, etc. COMPLETIONS attended 
RUSHGROVE AGENCY, 563 Watford Way, 
N.W.7. MILI Hill 7242. 


bh me and Engrossments expertly typed, 





Details on | 


| Surbiton, Surrey (Elmbridge 1032/4). 


2433. | 


AND | 


The | 


hand engrossing, plans drawn or copied, 
multiple copying by special process, photo- 
copying; all expeditiously done in proper 
form and at moderate charges. On all copying 
problems, consult the Copying Departments 
of The Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society, 
Ltd., Head Offices, Oyez House, Breams 


Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 

i ITA MOORE undertakes Tape Transcrip- 
tions, Law Writing, Translations, Duplica- 

ing, Photocopying, Secretarial Services. Work 

carried out promptly and _ efficiently. 

20 Tooks Court, Cursitor Street, E.C.4. 

CHAncery 5508. 


ESTATE DUTY 


Ww. can offer to Solicitors a unique 

service. Write for details to: 
Limited, 5 New Bridge Street, 
London, E.C.4. 


advisory 
Tamorel 
Ludgate Circus, 


COSTS 





THE COSTS DEPARTMENT 
OF 
The Solicitors’ Law 
Stationery Society, Ltd., 
is available to the profession for the 
prompt preparation of all 
BILLS OF COSTS 
by expert draftsmen. 


For full details apply The Manager, 
Costs Department, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 
(CHAncery 6855.) 











PRIVATE INQUIRIES 


| i Aceawers and general inquiries undertaken 
throughout London, Surrey, Middlesex by 
our own staff. Evictions and distress warrants 
executed. Certificated Bailiffs. Southern 
Provincial Investigations, 45 Brighton Road, 


PROFESSIONAL ANNOUNCEMENTS 


TRANSLATIONS.—V. Clayton, Market Rasen. 


MISCELLANEOUS 


LD DEEDS.—Good prices given for old 

parchment deeds; any quantity accepted, 
large or small.—Please send full details to 
H. Band & Co., Ltd., Brent Way, High Street, 
Brentford, Middlesex. 


when replying to Advertisements 





It makes perfect copies without the use 

of negatives: you can imagine the 

difference that makes in a year’s running 

costs. The Buromatic uses the new surface 
application system for direct positive photocopying 
and gives you quick, ready-to-use copies, 

with nothing on the original left out. it copies 
anything up to 16’ x 13’, even extracts from bound 
books and it is simple and clean to use. 

With the Buromatic | really do get 

COPIES FOR COPPERS. 

Write or ‘phone for a demonstration in 

your own office without obligation. 


The Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society, Limited 
Oyez House Breams Buildings Fetter Lane London EC4 
CHAncery 6855 


Branches at Birmingham Cardiff Glasgow Liverpool Manchester 


Please mention “ Tue Souicitors’ JoURNAL ” when replying to Advertisements 
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AUCTIONEERS’ ANNOUNCEMENTS 
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ESTAS JSHED 1845 


STOCKER «ROBERTS WARD, SAUNDERS & CO. 


Surveyors + AUCTIONFERS - VALUERS L. 8 Saunders, FAA. F.CLA. W.J. ~ FALP.A., 
31 LEWISHAM HIGH STREET, S.E.13 FV. Wd, Sima, FAL., F 


34 BLACKHEATH VILLAGE. S.E.3 Auctioneers, Estate Agents, ene « and Valuers 


9 DEVEREUX COURT. STRAND, W.C.2 
= G SURVEYS, VALUATIONS, SALES, LETTINGS, 
Lee Green 2135 Lee Green 2983 MORTGAGES, Se attone ora oe 


PULSOR PURCHASE. co RE etc. 
HDS. STILES «& Co. ESTATE MANAGEMENT SPECIALISTS 
Cassumes Suavevens ae Bonkers: Uleyds Bank icd. Barcieys Bank Lcd. 
. The Estate Offices 
SRE TRATES + ||| at ana Une Sa ot 
23244 Telephones: CANenbury 2487-2488-2489 
3 THE STEYNE, 








Established over Half 2 Century 


'WATERER & DICKINS. 
| 


) 
WORTHING 
Worthing 9192/3 

















EST. 681 TEL. Mon 1464, Syd 660! 


EASTMAN BROTHERS 
SURVEYORS and VALUERS 
ESTATE AGENTS 
Surveys and Valuations for all purposes 
Pians and Specifications 


Estate Management in ail areas 
HALIFAX HOUSE, 61/64 MOORGATE, E.C.2 


| CHARTERED SURVEYORS, CHARTERED 
| AUCTIONEERS & ESTATE AGENTS, VALUERS | 


| 133 HIGH STREET, BROMLEY, KENT 


Teleph : RAVensbourne 0147/8 














Established 1843 


GEORGE LOVEITT & SONS 


A. GREAVES, F.AA. G. W. M. ar. A.R.LC.S., F.A.1. 
W. R. SPENCER, F.A.L.P.A. A. R. PO! POMFRET, FAA, | 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers ond Estate Agents 
Management of Town and Country Properties 


-« SHAWS 


ESTATE MANAGERS, SURVEYORS AND VALUERS 
Estate House, 85 Shaftesbury Avenue, W.1 


MATCH & CO. 


Directors: A. A. ROSE, L. S. BRIMBLECOMBE, F.A.i.. 
1. R. CRAMMOND 


14/15 COLLEGE CRESCENT, LONDON, N.W.3 
(nr. Swiss Cottage Station) 
Telephone : Primrose O11! (Private Exchonge) 


LTo. 


‘Edward Talbot & Sons 


AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS 
AND ESTATE AGENTS 
C. PARRY, F.A.I. (Principal) 


iS CROSS STREET, MANCHESTER, 2 


Telephone: Biackfriars 3114 and 6996 





Established 1843 
A. HORROX & SONS, F.A.i. 
_____ 72 Albion Street, Leeds, | 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents 


Specialising in ‘all matters appertaining to the Letting, 
Sale, Pur w bedgst and Valuation of Licensed Property 


Telephone : Leeds 24300 














KING & CO. 
Chartered Surveyors 


71 BISHOPSGATE, LONDON, €E.C.2 
London Wall 720! (6 lines) 

725 GREEN LANES, LONDON, N.2! 
Laburnum 6633 (5 lines 











inventories prepared Probate and e V 
| Rating Appeals and Compensation Claims 


29 Warwick Row, COVENTRY 
Telegrams : “frene” ‘Tehephens: 3001/2/3/4 


COLE, HICKS AND CHILVERS 


(Established over 80 years) 


Also at 
149/151 Dulwich Road, Herne Hill, S.E.24, BRixton 7866/7 | 


| 
(J. H. W., Shaw, F.A.L.P.A., M.R.San.L., P.P.C.LA., F.V.1.) | 
| 
' 


JOHN BRAY & SONS) 


ESTABLISHED 1864 
AUCTIONEERS VALUERS 
ESTATE AND HOUSE AGENTS 

§ Devonshire Place, Devonshire Road, 

Bexhill-on-Sea 

Telephone : Bexhill 14 Telegrams : john Bray, Bexhill 


I 


FULLER HORSEY i 


S$ ONS CASSELL 
i, ae 


Auctioneers, Estate Agents and lie | 
Helena Chambers, 42 Broadway, med 


Telephone : — 4014/5/6 





EST. EST. 1813 





AND 


1JOHNSON DYMOND?] 

LIMITED 

)-AUCTIONEERS AND VALUERS- @ | 

) SPECIALISTS IN THE SALE OF ALL 

\ CLASSES OF PROPERTY 1 | 

| Sales held in two spacious Auction Rooms ff | 

i) daily, one being reserved for jewellery, silver 

Hand plated ware, watches, etc.; the 
other for furniture, pictures, bronzes, works 

i of art, carpets, guns, wine, furs, wearing 

apparel and personal effects 
i Valuations for Probate, Insurance and fj 
° other matters 
§@ LLOYDS AVENUE es 


(26 King Street, Garrick 
| Street, London, W.C.25 


Telephone : TEMple Bar iit & 1182 
Telegrams : el * London — 





AUCTIONEERS & VALUERS 
of PLANT, MACHINERY 


and FACTORIES 


Since 1607 





LONDON E-C-3 


TELEPHONE ROYAL 4861 


NRP 9176 











iDEBENHAM STORR|, 


(EstaBLisHep 1899) 


EK. A. SHAW & PARTNERS 


C. M. SPAGNOLETTI, F.A.1. 
. T, FITZSIMMONS, F.A.L) 


SURVEYORS AND VALUERS 
19 & 20 Bow Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2 


(Over Midland Bank) 
Tel.: COVENT GARDEN 2255 (4 lines) 


HOTELS AND RESTAURANTS 
HAMMERSLEY KENNEDY & CO. 


19 Hanover Square, London, W.! 
Telephone: MAYfair 6857 
have, since 1899, specialised in the sale and 
valuation of hotels and catering businesses to 
the exclusion of any other branch of estate 
agency. The partners are members of the 
leading professional bodies. 














'London and Home Counties 





SPECIALISTS FOR 100 YEARS 
VALUATIONS, SALES, 
PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 


Salter, Rex & Co. 


311 KENTISH TOWN ROAD, N.W.5 
GULliver 1085 (5 lines) 
24/7 HIGH HOLBORN, W.c.! 
HOLborn 4819 








H. E.WINGFI [ELD &CO. 


BUYERS OF 
FINE STAMPS 


Founded by the late Miss Smallwood 


STAMPS VALUED 
FOR PROBATE AND 
iNSURANCE PURPOSES 


phone 
Miss R. Titford or Mr. A. L. Michael at 


392 STRAND, LONDON 


(OPPOSITE SAVOY HOTEL) 
.: TEMple Bar 4136 





Tet W.c2a 


SOCIETY FOR THE ASSISTANCE OF LADIES IN REDUCED 
CIRCUMSTANCES Patron: 


Patron: Her Majesty The Queen 


Christmas Appeal 


Christmas is drawing near—and to many of our poor, sick and elderly ladies, who are suffering 
great hardships, it will not be a joyful season. 


Please send money for extra comforts. 


Will Lawyers kindly advise their Clients to help this Society? Making cheques payable to 


MISS SMALLWOOD’S SOCIETY 
LANCASTER HOUSE, MALVERN 
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